This is a digital copy of a book that was preserved for generations on library shelves before it was carefully scanned by Google as part of
to make the world’s books discoverable online.

It has survived long enough for the copyright to expire and the book to enter the public domain. A public domain book is one that was nevel
to copyright or whose legal copyright term has expired. Whether a book is in the public domain may vary country to country. Public domair
are our gateways to the past, representing a wealth of history, culture and knowledge that’s often difficult to discover.

Marks, notations and other marginalia present in the original volume will appear in this file - a reminder of this book’s long journey fro
publisher to a library and finally to you.

Usage guidelines

Google is proud to partner with libraries to digitize public domain materials and make them widely accessible. Public domain books belon
public and we are merely their custodians. Nevertheless, this work is expensive, so in order to keep providing this resource, we have take
prevent abuse by commercial parties, including placing technical restrictions on automated querying.

We also ask that you:

+ Make non-commercial use of the fild&e designed Google Book Search for use by individuals, and we request that you use these fil
personal, non-commercial purposes.

+ Refrain from automated queryirigo not send automated queries of any sort to Google’s system: If you are conducting research on m:
translation, optical character recognition or other areas where access to a large amount of text is helpful, please contact us. We encc
use of public domain materials for these purposes and may be able to help.

+ Maintain attributionThe Google “watermark” you see on each file is essential for informing people about this project and helping ther
additional materials through Google Book Search. Please do not remove it.

+ Keep it legalWhatever your use, remember that you are responsible for ensuring that what you are doing is legal. Do not assume |
because we believe a book is in the public domain for users in the United States, that the work is also in the public domain for users
countries. Whether a book is still in copyright varies from country to country, and we can’t offer guidance on whether any specific
any specific book is allowed. Please do not assume that a book’s appearance in Google Book Search means it can be used in al
anywhere in the world. Copyright infringement liability can be quite severe.

About Google Book Search

Google’s mission is to organize the world’s information and to make it universally accessible and useful. Google Book Search helps
discover the world’s books while helping authors and publishers reach new audiences. You can search through the full text of this book on
athttp://books.google.com/ |



http://books.google.com/books?id=xE3zpGUj9Z4C&ie=ISO-8859-1&output=pdf



















TRACTS.

PRINTED AND PUBLISHED
BY THE UNITARIAN SOCIETY
. ~ o
FOR PROMOTING CHRISTIAN KNOWLEDGE

AND THE PRACTICE OF VIRTUE.

L als o o o
SECOND SERIES,
[V W

VOL. VII.

|
|

CONTAINING

Mr. Belsham’s Review of Mr. Wilberforce's Treatise,
entitled, “ A Practical View of the Prevailing
Religious Systems of Professed Christians,
&c.”:  Mr. Rogers’ Five Scrmons.

London:

PRINTED BY C. STOWER, PATER NOSTER ROW.

1805.



S.C.R"

TLI13 <
T 72
V.7



A REVIEW

OoF

. MR. WILBERFORCE'S TREATISE, &,






A REVIEW

OPF

MR. WILBERFORCE'S TREATISE,

ENTITLED

“ A PRACTICAL VIEW OF THE PREVAILING
RELIGIOUS SYSTEM OF PROFESSED
CHRISTIANS,” ETC.

IN LETTERS TO A LADY.

-

By THOMAS BELSHAM.

-

Left your minds fhould be corrupted from the fimplicity that is in
Chrift. Pave.

Chriftianity can never have its free courfe among men of improved
underftandings, and even among rational creatures in general, while
grofs mifreprefentations of it are fubflituted in the place of the
fimple and perfe@ Original. Archbifhop Nz wcoux.

LONDON:

PRINTED BY J. DAVISy CHANCER YL ANE,

FPOR J, JOHNSON, NO. 72, ST, PAUL’S
CHURCH-YARD,

1800,



t~




Umih
Ussir
V./CONTENTS.

LETTER L

MR. Wilberforce’s Syftem fiated -— -—

LETTER 1L
Remarks on Mr. Wilberforce’s Syftem. View of ra-
fiossl Religioa = — = = =
LETTER IIL ¢

Obferwticns upon the foppofed inadequate Concep-
tions generally entertained of the Importance of
Chriftisaity. Comparifon between the Refpe&
flewn to the Scriptures by popular Interpreteu,
and by rational Chriftians  —

LETTER IV.

Cnemng the l‘nypofed Cormpnon of Hmmu
.LETTER V.

Concerning the fuppofed Evil Spirit, and the natural

17

L2

State of Man - - o - 34

LETTER



CONTENTS.

-+ BETTER Vl

Obje&tion to the Do&rme of the Corruption of 4(
Human Nature farther confidered @ —=— =

. e
— e

LETTER VII,
.©sbcerning what M, Wilberfore ‘calls “ Scripture
 Doftrines” =~ — . — _— e 1'

LETTER VIIIL

Concerning the Admiffion of the Paffions in Reli-
gion,” Of Lowtw Chrit = = = g9

A Y - b . '. -~z!.'.';,—
’ LETTER IX. '
The fame Subjeft contiued: Exrors conceming the
m’ spi‘.‘-‘ e SR ot p’q" l)ﬁ
LETTER X . S
Terms of Acceptance with Gog - '— il “lgg
s - el .- PR - eev e bas
LETTER XL

Sm&ncﬁ of pra&:cal Clmftxamty Rational Reli-
_giod it unfivouradle to Vittoe, . Oblervhribtn: 37T

Cﬁnﬁxan mohtry — =1 > ..,rigs
LETTER " XIL
an&m of nominal Chriftians. - 'I’hmqr of «lxgmua
Afc&xom. The Chofian Sabbath . - 97

L LA ? -~ LETTER



CONTENTA.

LBRITER XII

Cancemg the Defirc of Applaufe, and vh?b. ar
“amiable Tempen and ufeful’ Lives conBtitute the
whole of Rehgnon -‘-, -— — 106

LETTBR XIv.

Obfervations upoft what Mn Wilberforco calle ueher
grand Defe@s in the praiical Syftem of nominal
Chriftians - - - — g

LETTER XV. -

The little praical Value of what are called * the
peculiar Do&trines of Chriftianity ” -_— 123

LETTER XVL
Excellencies of Chriftianity, Internal Evidence 140

LETTER XVIL

On the State of Réligion in this Country, and its
Importance to us as a political Community — 145

LETTER XVIIL

Whether Popularity be a Criterion of Truth. The '
beft Means of oppofing Atheifm and Immorality.
Stability of an Eftablifhed Church —_ -— 166

LETTER XIX,

Obfervations on Mr. Wilberforce’s praical Hints
~ to various Deferiptions of Pcrfom — =17
vl v'.'!ﬂ A LETTER



CONTENTS.
 LETTER XX. .
M. W‘ﬁu"ﬂmx’a Advice to Belicvers and Sceptics 185

" LETTER XXI.

Animadverfions upon Mr. Wilberforce’s Account of
the: Unitarians, Coaclufion e == 308

N i T :‘.'.."l.".l.!.,
- M ' FULICIERE SN} | )



A REVIEW
-OF

JMR. WILBERFORCE'S TREATISE, &.

LETTER 1
Mr. Wilberforcé's Syflem flated. -

"Mapaum,

"T"HE -tafk you were pleafed to aflign me,. of

making fome remarks upon Mr. Wilberforce’s
‘late publication, entitled, A Praftical View of the
-prevailing religious Syftem of profeffed Chriftians,
&c. though.undertaken with fome relu&ance, has,
-in the execution, been produdlive of a confiderable
degree of pleafure and advantage. It has induced
,me to review, and-to compare with greater attention
han I fhould otherwife have done, the religious
Ayftem which Mr. Wilberforce maintains, and which
was by edueation my own, with that 4vhich 1 have
-embraced upon rational convi&ion in confequence
of ferious enquiry ; the refult of which comparifon

:has been a growing fatisfaCtion in the latter, 'both
B with
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2 A Review of Mr. Hilberforce's Treatf/?.

with regard to its {peculative truth, and its pratical
fuperiority.

Mr. Wilberforce is pleafed to dignify the prin-
ciples which he defends, or rather affumes, through-
out his work, with the high epithet of * the peculiar
¢ doCtrines of the gofpel,” p. g, and hardly allows
the name of chriftian to thofe who -call in queftion
his unproved dogmas concerning what he ftyles,
p- 320, * the corruption of human nature, the
« atonement of the Saviour, and the fan&ifying
*¢ influence of the holy fpirit.” But as in the pre-

. fent inquifitive and enlightened age confident afe

fertions no tonger pafs-for felf-evident truths, I fhall
take the liberty of examining freely into the merits
of thefe opinions which fo unworthily ufurp the

. name. of gofpel do&rines, almoft to the exclufion,

certainly to the negleét of the genuine doétrine of
Chrift ; and I hope to prove to your Jfatisfallion,
that, fo “far from making good their claims, they
are inconfiftent with reafon, unfounded in {cripture,
and injurious to morality.

It is not eafy to make out from Mr. Wilberforce’s
book the precife nature of the peculiar do&rines,
the belief of which is reprefented as effential to
the charafter of a chriftian. As Mr. Wilberforce
makes light of the fcience of metaphyfics *, which
teaches us to think juftly,-and to exprefs ourfelves
accurately upon intelle@ual fubjedts, it is not fur-

* Praftical View, p. 1oz, :
. prifing
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ptifing that he has neglected to give a definition or
a clear explanation of the do&rines which he fo
ftrongly inculcates, and that he has left his readers
to colle&t them as they are able, from hints inci-
dentally thrown out in different parts of his work.
Indeed I ftrongly fufpe that his own ideas of thefe
vaunted do&rines are very obfcure and confufed
and that he would find it difficult to exprefs in in-
telligible language the fyftem which he affirms it to
be neceflary that all fhould believe.

Upon-the fubje& of what he calls the corruption
of human nature, Mr. Wilberforce is indeed fuffi-
ciently explicit. * Man” (fays he, p. 26,) “is an
¢ apoftate creature—tainted with fin, not flightly
« and fuperficially, but radically, and to the very
¢ core.” This it feems is Mr. Wilberforce’s idea
of the ftate in which the Creator of the world
places and leaves the great mafs of his human
offspring,—and the evidence of this fa he repre-
fents as fo ¢ irrefiftibly ftrong, that none but the
« ohflinately dull, (p. 51) can fail to difcern its force.”
And as if it were not fufficient for men to be « na-
& turally in a ftate in which they are unable to will
« or to do rightly,” he further teaches us, that in
this helplefs ftate we are left by our Creator ¢ to
¢ contend with an evil {pirit, (p. 42) whofe domi-
¢ nion is fo general as to entitle him to the deno-
¢ mination of the prince of this world.”

Ba Mr.
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Mr. Wilberforce makes no hefitation in confign-
4ng to eternal mifery all thofe who fail in this .un-
<qual conteft, that is, the great -majority :of the
Juman race, .and ¢even of ‘profefled chriftians; all
indeed who are not extricated from this wretched
:and helplefs ftate by the fupernasural aid of the
doly fpirit. ¢ This-indeed,” he fays, |(p. 50,) “is
«¢ offered to us, and we are furnifhed with every
“¢ help;” ‘but thefe offers are of mo .ufe unlefs to
infult and aggravate our:mifery, .fince we are * na-
“ wurally unable even to will what is right;” and
therefore unable to accept or defire any afliftance or
«deliverance. “ Of ourfelves,” we are told, p. 113,
“¢ we can do nothing, we are by nature children .of
“¢ wrath, and under the power of the evil {pirit. Ft
4¢ is the influence-of the holy fpirit which originally
+awakens us from flumber, :and .quickens us when
4¢ dead.” Language has no meaning if Mr. Wil-
berforce’s words .do not exprefs the dreadful .doc
trine that -the Creater of the univerfe has placed
the majority of his human offspring in circum-
ftanoes the inevitable confequence of which is their
eternal .mifery, for want-of thofe influences of the
holy 1piris which they cannot folicit .or defire, and
avhich he will nat otherwife impart. Such are the
ftrange opinions which Mr. Wilberforce prefumes
to call the peculiar do&rines of the gofpel, the
thelief of which is eflential to the charaler of a

. chriftian,
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chriftian, and' which he reprefents, p. 330, ¢ as
¢ warming the hearts of the' people of God on
« earth withi continual admiration, and thankful-
-% nefs, and’ love, and' joy, and  as calling forth
"® afrefh:in hieaven the ardent effufions of their in-
. ¢ exhaufted gratitude.” )

Ubpon the fubje& of the atonement, which, to-
gether withi- the corruption of human- nature, and’
the influences of the holy fpirit, conflitutes Mr.
Wilberforce’s fyftenr of peculiar doétrines, as this
gentleman has declined to explain his ideas, it is
impoffible to: know what hypothefis he means to |
patronife. There are three explanations of the
doétrine, one or other of which is ufually adopted
‘by perfons who chufe to annex ideas to the language
they ufe. The firft is the Calviniftic {cheme, which

- teaches that Chrift, being equal with the Father,
fuffered either in the garden, on the crofs, or in
hell, in quantity or in value, all that the ele&.
would have fuffered if they-had not been-fo redeem-
ed. Divine juftice required its vi&tim either in the-
“finner or kis fubftitute : Jefus became-the furety;.
he paid the debt and fatisfied the demand. The-
fecond- may be called the Arminian fcheme: ic
fuppofes that the fufterings of Jefus were incon-
ceivably fevere; and that the object of them was.
to exhibit the evil and demerit of fin, and the difs
pleafure of God againft it, who would not forgive
even a fincere penitent without thus manifefting his

B3 hatred
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hatred of wickednefs. This I conceive to be what
is now called the moderate doétrine. The third
hypothefis is that of the learned Dr. John Taylor *,
who fuppofes that the fcriptures reprefent the death
of Jefus as an ad of obedience fo acceptable to
God, that, as the reward of it, he raifes ‘all man-
kind from the grave, and places them in circum-
ftances of moral advantage equal to that of Adam
antecedent to the fall. Whether Mr. Wilberforce
cmbraces any one of thefe hypothefes, or has any
other of his own, or whether he ufes his words
vaguely and thhout any fettled meaning, does not
appear. He contents himfelf with general expref-
fions, fuch, for inftance, as * that chriftianity is a
“ {cheme for juftifying the ungodly by Chrift’s
« dying for them when yet finners,” (p, 121) a pro-
pofition to which no doubt all chriftians will give a
verbal dffent, though their ideas may be widely dif-
fonant from each other. He afterwards dilates upog
¢ the benefits of Chnﬁ 8 fansfaé’txon,” P 1233
¢ upon the deep feeling of gratitude for the merits
¢ and interceflion of Chrift, to which we are wholly
¢¢ indebted for our reconciliation to God, and for
¢ the will and power from firft to laft of working .
¢ out our falvation,” ib. 'He recommends ¢ ex-
* horting men to throw themfelves with deep pro.
¢ ftration of foul at the foot-of the crofs,” p. 124 ;
and infifts on * dependence upon our blefled Sa-

* Key to the Romans,
. “ yi
viour
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- € yiour as the alone meritorious caufe of our ac-
¢ ceptance with God,” p. 127,

As far therefore as I am able to colle Mr. Wil
berforce’s. opinion, it feems to be, that the Creator
doth not extricate any of his creatures from the
wretched condition in which he places them by na-
ture, out of pure difinterefted benevolence, but out
of regard to the tranfcendent merit of another divine
Being, who by his fufferings made fatisfaction to the
Creator; to whom therefore, as Mr. Wilberforce
juftly obferves, we are awhally indebted for our rc'-'
conciliation with God. .

_ You will not think, Madam, that T have under-
taken a very difficult tafk in profeffing to point out
the inconfiftency of fuch ¢xtravagant opinions with
found realop, with genuine chriftianity, and with,
good morals. ' _
. Iam’ Mad“m; &e.

LETTER II,
‘Remarks on. Mr.. Wilberforce's Syflem.  Fiew of - -
‘rational Religion.
Mapam,

THOUGH it was my defign in the preceding
letter ta exhibit ap exa&, and not a caricature
» Bg pgrtrait
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portrait of Mr. Wilberforcc’s {yftem, and’ though:
L have faithfully and clofely copied from his origi-
nal, I ftrongly fufpe& that this gentleman, if he-
fhould caft his eye upon it, would” deny the refem-
blance, and would think it.impoffible tliat lie fhould
patronife a theory, the prominent: féatures of whiclt
are fo odious and difgufting. The truth is, that
Mr. Wilberforce and others who agree with him
~ feldom regard their-fyem in a comprelienfive view;
or purfue their priaciples to their juft' and neceffary
confequences. Satisfied with being themfelves in.
the number of the ele@ and’ regenerate, they fee-
no caufe to éompriin- on:theit own account ; and
giving themfelves up to joy and gratitude for their .
perfonal intereft in the promifes of the gofpel, they-
feel comparatively little concern for the nen-ele&
mafs of mankind, doomed by the neceffity of their,
circumftances to eternal mifery; and feldom allow:
themfelves to enquire how far fuch a ftate of things.
is reconcilable to-wifdom, benevolence, or juftice,
The natural and neceflary confequences. of prin-.
ciples-are the fame whether the advocates of fuch:
principles are apprized of them or not, and whether
they do or do not chufe to. contemplate and- avew
them. :
It is from the abfurd and “injurious confequences
which neceflarily refalt from Mr. Wilberforce’s.
principles that I infer their falfhood, and impiety;-
and I am confident that if Mr. Wilberforce faw-
them,
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them in.the fame light'in- which they appear to me,
his love of truth and virtue would lead him to rejeét
" them with equal abhorrence.

I fhall now proceed to exhibit a concife view of
rational chriftianity in its connexion with natural
religion.

Of rational religion, the firft and fundamental
principle is, that the Maker of the univerfe is infi-
nitely powerful, wife, and good, and that i¢-is im-
poflible for him to a& in contradi€tion to his effene
tial attributes.

Gob 1s LovE. Infinite.bencvolenee afone prompt-
ed him to a&ion. And infinite benevolence, .com-
bined with unerring wifdom, and fupported by.ir-
refitible power, will infallibly accomplifh its purpofe
in the beft poffible manner.- It appears in fa&, that
a limited quantity of evil, both natural and moyal,
was neceflary to the prodution of the greateft pof-
fible good. 'Whence this neceflity arifes, we know
not ; but that it could not-be aveided in a fyftem
upon the whole the beft, we are well aflured ; .for
God would not chufe evil for its own fake. Evil
therefore is introduced and permitted, not becaufe
it is approved, but becaufe it is unawidable. It is in
its own nature temporary and felf-deftru&ive; and
in the view of the Deity it is abforbed and loft in -
the contemplation of its ultimate beneficial effets,
fo that to Him the whole fyftem appears wife,.

beautiful, and good. )
' Bs God
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‘God is the Former, the Father, and Benefactor
of the human race, whom for wife reafons, un=-
known to us, but perfeétly confiftent, no doubt,
with his magnificent plan of univerfal order and
happinefs, he has been pleafed to place in circum-
ftances of frailty and danger, the natural confe-.
quence of which, in their progrefs through life, is.
the contration of a certain degree of moral pollu-
tion, which, in the nature of things, and by the
divine appointment, expofes them to a proportionate
degree of mifery here or hereafter. :

But this fact by no means proves a preponderance
of vice and mifery in the world ; otherwife we muft
econclude that the Maker of the world, whofe cha-
rater we learn only from his works, is a weak or a
malignant Being. The truth is, that although the
quantity of vice and mifery aétually exifting is very
confiderable, there is nevertheléfs upon the whole a
very great preponderance of goed in general, and,
with few, if any exceptions, in every individual in
particular. A

The almoft aniverfal defire of life and dread of
‘diffolution, amounts to a ftrong prefumption, that
Yfe is in general a bleffing. And the difgrace uni-
verfally attached to flagrant vice, proves that fueh
vice is not common. Charater is the fum total of
moral and intelle€tual habits, and the proportion of
virtuous habits, in the worft charafters ‘exceeds that
of vicious ones. But no chara@er takes the deno=

o "9 mination
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minatigon of virtuous unlefs a// the habits are on the
fide of virtue : whereas one evil habit is fufficient to-
Kamp a charaler vicious.

God cannet be unjuft to any of his creatures. -
Having brought men into exiftence and placed them'
in circamftances of imminent peril, though in' the-
nature of things mifery is neceflirily connefted
with vice, we may certainly conclude that none of
the- cfeatures of God.in fuch, or in amy circum-
ftances will ever be made eternally miferadle. In-.
deed it is phinly repugnant to the juftice of God,.
that the gift of exiftence to any of his intelligent
creatures, thould be upon the whole 2 curfe.

The light of philofophy affords a few plaufible:
arguments for the doétrine-of a future life ; there:
are fome appearances phyfical and moral, which,
cannot be fatisfaorily explained npon any other,
fuppofition. But fince the fentient powers are fuf-
pended by death, 2nd admit of no revival but by the.
revival of the man, a fa& the expe&ation of which is-
eatirely unfupported both by experience and ana-
logy, the fpeculations of philofophy would com«
" monly, and almoft neceflarily, terminate in the dif-
belief of a future exiftence. :

Here divine revelation - offers. its. feafonable: and:
“welcome  aid, God has commiffioned his faithful
and holy fervant, Jefus of Nazareth, to teach the:
univerfal refurre@ion of the dead, and by his own
refurreQion to confirm and exemplify his doétrine.
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Jefus hath authoritatively-taught, that the wicked".
will be raifed to fuffering; nor could it: poflibly be:
otherwife, if they are to be raifed with the fame:
fyftem of habits and .feelings with which they de-
fecended to the grave, and without which their
identity would be loft. But fince eternal mifery for
temporary crimes is- ineonfiftent with every prin-.
ciple of juftice, and fince a refurreflion from pre~
vious infenfibility-to -indefinite mifery, to..be fuc-
‘ceeded by abfolute annihilation, is a harfh fuppofi-
tion, contrary to all analogy, and not to be admitted-

" but upon the cleareft evidence, we are naturally led -
to conclude that the. fufferings of the wicked. will
be remedialy andrthat they-will termimate in & com-
plete purification from moral diforder, ahd in their
ultimate -reftoration to virtue and-happinefs.. In
this conclufion we feem to be juftified by thofe paf=
fages in the apoftolical writings which declare, that
the bleflngs-of the gofpel fhall be far more exten-

_ five than the calamities of ths.fall ¥, and that Chrift
#hall reiga till all things fhall be fubdued unto him+t.

The. apoftles. were commanded. to preach the °
gofpel to.the idolatrous heathen .as well as to the
chofen family of Abraham,.and they were authoriz«
¢d to confirm their: do@rine. by miracles. Thefe -
extraordinary powers are in the feriptures called the
fpirit of God,. and the holy {pirits -and. the. great
change which teck place in the views, feelings, and

# Rom, v, ' 1:’C§r.xv.. . '
. charaller -
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chara&er of pharifaic jews and idolatrous heathen,.
when they fincerely profefled the’ chrittian faith, is:
called, a new credtion, regemeration, rifing from the:
gcad, and the like. And - as. converfion to chriftie-
anity was ufually produced by the evidence of mi-
racles, this-new creation, regeneration, fan&ifica-
tion, or pafling from death to lifé, is-in this- fenfc:
. afcribed to the-fpirit of God.

The jews, having been chofen by God to pecu-
liar privileges, entertained a very highi notion of
their own dignity, and exprefled: themfelves in the
moft contemptuous language of” the idolatrous gen-
tiles, who were not in covenant with Jehovah. Of
themfelves they fpoke as- a. chofenr. and a koly natien, .
Jous of Gody and keirs of the promifes. Bus the hea-
thens were reprefented:as finnersy as aliens, as enemies
to God, and. the like. In allufion to which forms.
of expreffion the. converted gentiles being entitled:
equally with.converted jews, to the bleflings of the
new difpenfation, they are therefore.faid to be for<
given, reconciled, and faved, to be fellouncitizens with
the faints, and. of the houfhold of God.

7 he death of . Jefus is fometimes called a propis
tiation, becaufe-itput-an end:ta.the mofaic ceco-
nomy, .and introduced a.new and more liberal dif-
penfationyunder whic h the gentiles, who were before
regarded as enemies, are admitted .into 2 ftate of
amity and reconciliation; that is,.into a ftate of
privilege fimilar to.that of the jews. Itis:alfo oc<

' cafionally -
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cafionally called a facrifice, being the ratification of
that new covenant into which God is pleafed to,
enter with his-human offspring, by which a refur-
rection to immortal life and happinefs is promifedy,
without diftin&ion, to. all who are truly virtuous.. .
Believers in Chrift are alfo faid tp have redemption.
shrough bis blopd, becaufe they are releafed by the -
chriftian covenant from the yoke of the cgremonial
law, and from the bondage of idolatry. Dr. Taylor
has in general well explained thefe jewith phrafes
in his admirable Key to the apoftolic writings pre~
fixed to his commentary on the epiftle to the Ro-,
mans. § o
The fcriptures contain z faithfal and credible
account of the chriflian doirine which is the true
word of God : but they are not #hemfelves the word:
of God, nor do they ever affume that title : and it is
highly improper to fpeak of them as fuch, as it leads
inattentive readers to fuppofe they were written
wnder a plenary infpiration to which they make na
pretenfion, and as fuch expreffions expofe chriftian~
ity unneceffarily to the cavils of unbelievers.  Mr. W,
and many others, are aecuftomed ta quote texts as
diftin& infpired .aphorifms, without. regard to the
connexion in which they ftand, and often, for wang
of critical attention te the fcriptures, in a fenfe
contrary to their true meaning. In the courfe of
thefe ftritures 1 thall have occafion to notmc man;
inftances.of ‘this kind.. ..

Chrxﬁxamty
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Chriftianity fums up the whole of human duty
in the love of God and our neighbour : and requir-
ing that a// our time fhould be employed to the beft
account, and that every alion fhould be confecrated:
to God, lays no ftrefs upon ritual obfervations, and
exprefsly abolifhes that diftin&ion of days which
formed fo confpicuous a feature in the mofaic infti-
tute. To a truc Chriftian, every day is a fabbath,
every place is a temple, and every a&ion of life an
alt of devotion. A chriftian is not required to be -
more holy, nor permitted to take greater liberties
upon one day than upon another. Whatever is
lawful or expedient upon any one day of the week
is, under the chriftian. difpenfation, equally lawful
and expedient on any other day. Public worfhip,
however, muft be conduted at ftated intervals; and
it has been ufual from the earlieft times for chrif-
tians to aflemble together, on the firft day of the
week, to commemorate the death, and to celebrate
the refurre&ion of their Mafter.

This appears to me to be the true do&rine of
reafon and revelation, in which the God of nature
is not reprefented as frowning over his works, and
like a mercilefs tyrant dooming his helplels crea-
tures to eternal mifery, with the arbitrary exception
of a chofen few ; but as the wife, benevolent, and
impartial parent of his rational offspring, who is
training them aJl under various procefles of intel-
leGtual and moral difcipline to perfed virtue and

- ‘ everlafting
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everlafting felicity. Such is the God of my faith:
and adoration, the God of. nature and of revelation,
the God and Father of our Lord Jefus Chrift, . that
God whofe exiftence, attributes, and government
are the joy and confidence of every enlightened and
virtuous believer.

Which of the twe fyftems, délimeated above, is
moft agreeable to reafon and revelation, and beft
adapted to encourage virtue, and to produce rational
tranquillity of mind, muft be left to the judgment
of . thofe who will take the trouble to examine and-

gompare them. .
L'am, Madam, .&c..

"LETTER IIL

Obfervations upon: the fuppofed inadequate Conceptions -
generaliy entertained of the Importance of Chriftianity. .
Comparifon between the refpe fbeawn to the feriptures -
by popular interpretersy and by rational chriftians.

Mapam,
T NOW proceed; in purfuance of ‘my defign; to-
review Mr. Wilberforce’s Treatife; -and as it will -
‘beft anfwer my purpofe to adhere to the author’s
own method, I hope you will have the goodnefs to
‘excufe a few occalional repetitions which upon this

plan are almoft unavoidable,
7. He -
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He begins (p. 7.) with “ pointing out the very
% inadequate conceptions which. the bulk of pros
~ “fefled chriftians entertain of chriftianity, and

“ complains that their homage is intended to be
¢ paid not to-ebriftianity in particular, but at befk
“to religion.im-general, perhaps te mere morality.
 With chriftianity as diftin& from thefe they are
¢ little acquainted.”

- T like not this diftin&tion between chriftianity
and religious morality, from which it is infeparable,
and from its tenderfcy to encourage which it derives
all its value. This cold and fupercilious manner of
fpeaking of religion. and morality, is liable to be:
mifapprehended, and tends to generate indifference
towards religious and moral pra&tice. Mr. W. I
am perfuadéd, has no fueh intentiom; but his ex-
preflions fhould have been more guarded.

By chriftianity as diftin& from religion and mere-
morality, Mr. W. probably means the do@rines of
the chriftian religion (p. 8.) ¢ There arey” fays he,

_ % fome féw falks, and perhaps fome leading doc-
% trines and principles: of which they cannot be
% wholly ignorant; but of the confequences and
¢ relations, and: pralical ufes of thefe. they have
“ few ideas, or none at all.”

I fhall not now flay to enquire what the confe~
guences, relations.and praflical ufes of chriftian doc~
srines and principles are as dif#iné? from religion and
morality, but only obferve, that if Mr. W. means

tQ



18 A Review of Mr. Wilberforce's Tréatife.

to affirm that men profefling chriftianity are in ge- .
neral ignorant of its fundamental principles, he is
greatly miftaken. Thefe arg obvious to the meanefs
capacity, and no perfon who is. eapable of reading
the fcriptures can doubt that the chief do&rine of
Chrift and his apoftles is, that the virtuous fhall
fife to happinefs, and the vicious to fuffering, how
little foever their condu& may be governed by 2
regard to thyfe important principles. . But if he
means by chriftianity what he is pleafed to call ite
peculiar do&trines, fuch as originil depravity, atone=
ment, and the like, which conftitute no part of the
chriftianity of the new- teftament, it is not much ta
be regretted, that chriftians are either totally. igno«
rant of thefe’ doftrines, or’ that profefing to bes
lieve them they pay lmle praazcnl uttention ta-
them.
" Every friend to religion will lament with Mrs W.
(p-8.)  That the children of chriftian parents,
* ® while they are catefully educated.in all thofe ac<
¢ complithments which belong to their ftation in’
“ life, are lefe to collet their religion ag they may :
“and that in an age whercin infidelity abounds,
¢ they take little care to inftruct their children in
¢ the principles of the faith- which they profefs,
¢ and to furnith them with arguments for the de-
¢ fence of /it.” And it is highly probable that
much of the infidelity of the age may be traced to
_this fource, , C c:
' "~ Mr
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Mr. W. in the following pages defcribes the little
praQical regard which profefled chriftians in general
pay to their principles, and the great inferiority of
the common ftandard of morality, to the requifitions
of the gofpel. He alfo juftly animadverts upon the
criminality of voluntary ignorance, and the extreme
folly of ¢ expefling to be chriftians without labour,
¢ ftudy, or enquiry.” (p. 15.) .

¢ The diligent perufal of the fcriptures,” it is
added, “ would difcover to us our éa{t ignorance.
“ We fhould ceafe to be deceived by fuperficial ap-
%.pearances, and to confound the gofpel of Chrift
“ with the fyftems of philofophers.” Upon this
ground I readily join iffue with him, and defire
nothing more than that our refpeflive theories may
be brought to the teft of the feriptures critically
examined, and rightly underfiood. And here it
may be proper briefly to ftate the different metheds
in which the advocates for popular fyftems, and the
friends of rational chriftianity, exprefs the venera-
tion which both prefefs for the writings of the
apoftles and evangelifts. This is thd more necefe
fary,, as rational chriftians are often accufed of not
paying due refpe& to the authority of the fcrip-
tures.

Popular writers teftify their regard for the ferip-
tures, by aflerting or affuming their plenary infpir-
ation—Dby calling them indifcriminatgly the word of
: God—-—by quoting text upon text without regard to
o conne&ion,,
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eonne&ion, without proper expiination, without
any allowance for figurative language,. or jewifk
phrafeclogy; and without any attetnpt to afcertain
the genuinenefs of difputed paffages; citing detach-
ed fentences, as infpired apophthegms, relying with
full confidence on the received text, as though the
authority. of its editors * were equal to that of the-
apaftles, and apparently ignorant of all- that has-
been accomplithed by the indefatigable induftry,
and penetrating fagacity of modern crities4, to cor
rect the text and to bring it nearer to the original’
ftandard ; equally cenfiding in the authority of. the
Englith tranflation ; and annexing without hefita~
tion or enquiry thofe fenfes to- dilfputed phrafes:
which have been learned from obfolete articles and-
creeds,. the product of an age juft emerging from
-barbarifm, when neither. the language nor- the doc--
- trines of the fcripture were well underftood. This,
in the eftimation of many, is paying due honour to-
the chriftian- feriptures. o
But the men who in my-judgment {hew the trueft
refpect to the New Teftament, are thofe who regard

* Lrafmus, Robert Stephens, and Beza, who publithed edi-
tions of the Greek Teftament: frony manufcripts -in their pol.
fellion, in the 16th century; fince which sime little alteration
has been made in the received text.

+ Upwards of rhree hundred manufcripts have been collated -
fince the 16th century, by . which the received text might be in
many places materially correéted.

. thet
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the facred writers as-capable and faithful witnefles
"both of the doftrine which Jefus taught, and of the
¥alks which:they relate—who, not forward to admit
of any deviation from the laws of nature where the
neceflity is not-obvious, allow the imfpiration .of the
‘writers of the New Teftament in no .cafes where
they do not themfclves exprefsly claim it, and whe
are not-fparing of the labour neceflary to diftinguith
even inxtheecanonical books, -what is of divine au-
-thority, from that which is.of human origin—whe
belicve that .the ovangelical .and apoftolic writings
eentain a -complete and authentic aceount .of .the
.do&rine and religion of Jefus—who fhew their ve-
‘meration for the fcriptures, not by taking every
thing upon truft, but by a diligent .enquiry into the
.genuinenefs of every book, admitting no one inte
their canon which -cannot fatisfalorily prove its
title to apoftolic-origin—who do not hattily allow
the infallibility of the received text.of thofe books,
whofe general authority is acknowledged — who
:think that the editors-of-the-fixteenth century, how-
-ever honeft, diligent and fagacious, were equally
liable to mifapprehenfion and prejudice with later
publifhers of the facred text, and have no para-
mount claim to infallibility—who, .conceiving that
many new fources of information have been opened
in the twoaft centuries, and that much has been
done to correét and improve the received text, will
admit no paffage as genuine which has found ite
’ ' way
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way into the common editions of the fcriptures, irf
oppofition to the moft approved manufcripts, the:
moft ancient and uncorrupted verfions, and the
united teftimonies of the earlieft chriftian writers—.
who, having thus obtained a text approximating as
nearly as poffible to original purity, diligently ftudy
the true meaning of oriental imagery, and of jewith
idioms and phrafes,—who, paying little deference to:
tranflations by authority, or to fenfes arbitrarily an- -
nexed to the apoftolic language by the prejudiced
compilers of catechifms and creeds, follow the great
example of Locke in fludying the fcriptures them-
felves, and in making them their own interpreters;
reading them over repeatedly with due attention to
difcover the meaning of the author, and the fcope
of his argument—comparing together fimilar pafs
fages, illuftrating the New Teftament by the Old,
and paffages brief, enigmatical, and obfcure, by
thofe which are copious, clear, and intelligible ;
thus extricating the genuine fenfe, without taking
into confideration whether it agrees with this or is
tepugnant to that hypothefis of vain and ignorant
men, who ftrain the apoftolic language to the fup-
port of their favourite fyftems.
* This is the way in which rational critics fhew
their attachment to the chriftian fcriptures. Whe-
ther this judicious homage of men of learning and.
enquiry, or the blind refpect of popular interpreters
be moft honourable to that facred and ineftimable
K . volume,
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volume, and moft worthy the imitation of thofe
who afpire to the high diftin&tion of enlightened
and confiftent chriftians, let candour and good fenfe
determine.

1 am, Madam, &c.

-

AL'ETTER IV. .
"Conce}‘nirlg the fippofed CarruptionAof Human Nature.

- _Mapawm,

‘MR. ‘Wilberforce having difcuffed the defeive
notions which he fuppofes the bulk of profefled
chriftians to entertain of the importance of chrifti-
anity in general, defcends, (c. 2.) to animadvert
upon what he-deems to be particular mifeonceptions
of its do@rines; and begins (fe&. 1.) with  the
¢ corruption and weaknefs of human nature,” upon
which he aflumes a tone of confidence proportioned,
T had almoft faid, to the defe@ of evidence.

‘Let us, in entering-upoan this enquiry, fet out
“upon right principles, and look fteadily forward to
dire& and neceflary confequences. It will at leaft
make us circumfpe@ in examining faéts, and cau-~
tious in admitting conclufions. I aflume it as an
axiom which needs no proof, that, ¢ whatever we

' “are



24 A Review of Mr. Wilberforcds Treatife.

% are by nature, we are what our Creator made
“«ug*.” Alfo that we have no fatisfaltory rule of
judging of the charaer of the Deity, but -from hig
operations. If in the works of God there is.a pre-
ponderance of good, both natural and moral, and a
.continually increafing tendency to amltimate and in- -
finite good, the Creator of the auniverfeis infinitely
‘benevolent. But the melancholy reverfe of this is’
‘true, if there:be a préponderance of evil. If in-
«deed the fadt, after impartial and diligent enquiry,
-appears to be fuch, we muft acquicfee in what we
are not able to remedy. But that-the ‘Governor ¢f
the univerfe is a malignant Being, .is a2 do&trine fo
-diftrefling, and to which a well-difpofed mind is fo
averle, that nothing but the ‘moft \irrefiftible -evi-
dence will ever make it credible.

It is futile to-allege, as a palliation of the -diffi-
«culty, that the firft parents of the human race were
«originally innocent and happy ; but that, in ronfe-
.quence of their fall, they -contralted a depraved
nature which they tranfiitted to their pofterity, for
which God is not accountable. Such reafoning as
this cannot impofe upon the underftanding -even of
a child. Did God refign the direion -of his works
as foon as he 'had placed Adam in paradife ? Is not
his agency as really and as immediately concerned
-in the formation of every individual of mankind, as
in that of their original anceftor ? If I am born into

" * PraQical View, p 53, - - * -
the
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the world a depraved creature, it is by his appoint-_
ment, and even by his immediate energy. “I am
& what my Creator made me.”

It is, if poffible, Rill more prepofterous to argue,
that although evil prevails in this diftri® of the
.univerfe, good may greatly preponderate upon the
whole. This is nothing more than an appeal from
fa& to gratuitous fuppofition. We can-only reafon

- from what we know. If evil prevails as far as our
obfervation extends, we can have no reafon to bee
lieve that it does not prevail in the fame proportion
through the univerfe. Revelation itfelf could not
prove the contrary; for if God be a malignant
Being, how can we know that-he does not take
pleafure in deceiving his creatures? What ground
have we for depending upon his veracity ?

The queftion before us then is not a queftion of
-mere {pedulation, it is a queftion of fact and expe-
rience, pregnant with the moft ferious confequences:
it involves the moral chara&er of the Supreme
Being. Let us now enquire what view Mr. W:
exhibits of the works of his Creator.

From Chriftianity, fays Mr. W. (p. 26) “ we
¢ Jearn that man is an apoftate creature, fallen from
¢ his high original, degraded in his nature, and de«
¢ praved in his faculties, indifpofed to good, and
¢ difpofed to evil ; prone to vice, it is natural and
% cafy to him ; difinclined to virtue, it is difficult
¢ and laborious ; that he is tainted with fin, not

’ c « flightly
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¢« flightly and fuperficially, but radically, and to tbe

% wery core.”

Of the truth of thefe faéts Mr. W. is fo conﬁ-
dent, that he thinks, (p. 27) that ¢ if this very
¢ corruption did not warp-the judgment, nome
“ would be hardy enough to attempt to controvert
¢ them.” . :

After an eloquent defcription of / the natural
‘powers of man, he proceeds (p. 28) to defcribe his

-actual ftate, and to argue the depravity of human
-nature from an indution of particulars. With
this view he appeals to the charaller of the ancient
heathen, and of modern favages. He argues from
the imperfeét'morals of profefling chriftians, from
the perverfe and froward difpofition of children,

from the pronenefs of men to felf-deceit, from the
negligence of mere profeflors, and from the con-
fellions of fincere chriftians. ¢ This ftate of falts
¢ he affirms (p. 39) cannot be accounted for on any

¢ other fuppofition than that of fame original taint,

¢ fome radical principle of corruption.” Hence he

triumphantly concludes, (p. 40) that ¢ the depra~

¢ vity of human nature is proved by the fame mode

¢ of reafoning as has been deemed exclufive in efta-
¢ blithing the exiftence, and afcertaining the laws

s¢ of the principle of gra\titation, and that the doc-

¢ trine refts gn the fame bafis as the fublime philo-

s fophy of Newton.” ¢ Left however (fays he,

“p. 51) any ihould be fo 0’./}"14./#/)’ dull as ot to

« difcern

-
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¥ difcern the force of the evidence fuggefted to out
¢ reafon, and confirmed by all experience,” revela-
tion comecs in (p. 40) and ¢ fuflains the fallible
¢ conjeCtures, of our unaffifted reafon.” And he
produces a number of texts which in his judgment
prove the do&rine ; adding, (p. 41) * that paflages
¢ might be multiplied upon paffages, which f{peak
¢« the fame language ; and thefe again might be il-
¢ luftrated and confirmed at large by various other
¢ confiderations.” So that (p. 51) “ we muft be
¢ altogether inexcufable if we flill remain uncon-
¢ vinced by fuch an accumulated mafs of argu.
% ment.” ' '

Such is the account Mr. W. gives of the ftate of
man by nature, thac is, as he comes out of the
hands of his Maker. And he docs not hefitate to
reprefent this doétrine (p. 24)  as lying at the root
« of all true religion, and as eminently the bafis and
¢ ground work of chriftianity.”

¢ Inexcufable” as it may appear to Mr. Wilber-
force, I am not afhamed to avow myfelf to be one
of thofe who are either fo “ oiftinaic’y dull)’ or
- « whofe judgments are fo warped by this very cor-
« ruption,” as not to be convinced by an * accu-
¢ mulated mafs” of arguments which are at one
time reprefented as ¢ equivalent to the demonftra.
¢ tions of the Newtonian philofophy,” and at an-
othet ftyled, with more propricty, ¢ fallible conjec:

) Ca ¢ tures,”
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¢ tures,” and which are feebly fupported by an in-
judicious collection of unexplained and mifapplied
paflages of fcripture. I do not fee reafon to believe
that the wife and benevolent Creator has introduced
into exiftence his human offspring, ¢ tainted to the
¢¢ very core with fin.” And I hefitate not to fay,
that whoever affirms this, impeaches the chara&er
of his Maker and traduces his works. The fol-
lowing obfervations will, I hope, ftate the matter
in a clear and fatisfaCtory light.

Charaler is the fum total of habits. But in
forming an eftimate of moral worth, it is an invae
riable principle that one vice ftamps a charaler
vicious, while a thoufand virtues will not atone for
one immoral habit. If a man be a liar, or difho-
neft, or intemperate, or impious, his charater is
denominated vicious, with whatever virtues it may
otherwife be adorned. ¢ He who keepeth the whole
“ law, and offendeth in one point, is guilty of all.”
And the reafon is evident, virtue is that fyftem of
habits which conduces to the greateft ultimate hap-
pinefs; vice is that which diminifhes happinefs, or
produces mifery. The union therefore of ‘a fingle
vice with a conftellation of virtues, will contaminate
them all; will prevent them from producing their
proper effeét, and will, in proportion as it prevails,
diminifh the happinefs, or produce the mifery of
the agent, who never can attain the true end of his

' exiftence
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exiftence till this vice is cradicated. He cannot
enjoy perfe& moral health till every mental difordex
is radically removed.

Hence it follows, that there may be a confi-
derable preponderance of virtues even in charaéters
jaftly eftimated as vicious, and likewife that the
gquantity of virtue in the world may far exceed that

. of vice, though the number of virtuous charaQters
may be lefs than that of vicious ones.

And this is the real ftate of things. That a very
confiderable proportion of moral evil actually exifts,
and indeed' far more than we fhould antecedently .
have expected under the government of God, can-
not be denied : The exa& fum can never be known.
But that vice upon the whole predominates over
virtue, is contrary to experience: Few charallers
are flagrantly wicked; and perhaps, even in the
worft of men, good habits and actions are more nu-
merous than the contrary. Certainly they are fo
in the majority of mankind. And though perfect
reCtitude is no where to be found, preponderant
virtue is almoft univerfal,

‘We hear more of the vices of men than of  their
virtues: and why? Becaufe virtue is the ordinary
ftate of things, and no notice is taken of it: vice is
. a deviation from the accuftomed order, and there-
fore it is remarked and recorded. - Children, we are
told, (p. 34) “ arc perverfe and froward ;” that is,
they now and then difcover fuch a temper, and

Cs every
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every inftance of it is notcd. But of their inno-
cence, their gentlenefs, their playfulnefs, their fa-
cility of being pleafed, or pacified, and the like, no
notice is taken, becaufe it is their ufual ftate. The
virtue of honefty afflumes the name of cammon from
its very general prevalence, and ¢ mere morality ”
feems, even in Mr. W.’s eflimation, to be a cheap
commodity. . .How much more frequent is ‘modera-
tion -than grofs intemperance, and veracity than
falfhood ? In a-word, fuch is the fituation in which
we are happily placed by Divine Providence, that
although in the belt charalters fome imperfeQtion

V.exiﬂs., and in the xn_afk;}fty of mankind more than
one vici:‘prevails,.;)?{ét a preponderance of virtue is,
with very.-few exceptions, generated in all.

- MW, will hardly maintain what fome have
firangely afferted, that all a&tions and habits pre-
vious to converfion, are finful.. The refutation of
_fuch an abfurdity would be an abufe of argument. -

‘The exiftence of evil in the degree in which it
prevails, ¢ cannot be accounted for according to
“ Mr., W. (p. 39) on any other fuppofition than
" $¢that of fome original taint, fome radical principle
¢ of corruption.”” The ouly enquiry of importance
upon this fubje&, is into the quantity and propor-
yon of the evik which aflually exifts. How it was
ﬁrﬁ iﬁzroduced is a_queftion comparatively of little’
moment. The difficulty is the fame upon all hy-
pothefese  All muft ultimately be referred to go}:
Q@
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¢ He made light and created darknefs, he made
¢ peace and created evil.” My controverfy with
Mr. W. is not about the origin of evil, but the de-
gree and defign of it. With regard to the former.
queftion, though it may be allowed that in fome in-
ftances children feem to inherit the vices as well as
the difeafes of their parents; yet in general it ap-
pears moft probable, that as men are the creatures
of circumftances, the habits they form, whcther
good or bad, are the refult of the impreflions to
which they are expofed.

. All vice muft fuffer its proper puniliment, that
is, moral evil muft be expelled by the application of
natural evil; and if the difcipline of the prefent
life is not adequate to this end, the procefs muit be
carried on by the feverer fufferings of a future re-
tribution. This is indeed an alarming confideration,
even to men of the beft charallers, for there are
very few who have attained that perfeQion of virtue
which will exempt.them from all painful apprehen-
fions with regard to their future ftate of being.
¢¢ Strait is the gate and narrow is the way that leads

© ¢ to life, and few there be that find it,” But on
the contrary, the preponderance of virtuous aftec-
tions, even in charalters contaminated with grofls
-vice, affords a plealing prefumption, that whatever
intermediate 'fcené of fuffering may await the of-
fender, virtue will ultimately triumph, and that alt
Cs the
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the’ rational creatures of God will in the end be’
perfectly holy and happy.

Mr. W.’s arguments from feripture in favour of
the corruption of human nature, are as little to the
purpofe as his appeal to faéts, and afford a curious-
fpecimen of his loofe and injudicious mode of rea-
foning from fcripture %uthority. He has indeed
(p- 40) colle@ted together a number of texts, but
without any regard either to their authority or con--
nexion 3 and I give him credit when he adds, at
the conclufion, that ¢ paffages might be multiplied
¢ upon paffages,” in the fame manner and without
end. He quotes fome fentences from the book of
Job; but before we can bow to this authority as
divine, Mr. W. muft inform us whether it be the
author of the book who is infpired, or the fpeakers,
or both, and in what degree. The quotations are
made from a fpeech of Eliphaz, ch. xx. 14—16.
¢ The imagination of man’s heart is evil from his
¢ gouth” But to Eliphaz, and his friends, Je-
hovah exprefsly declares, ch. xlii. 7. “ You have
« not fpoken of me the thing that is right.” Yet
this ‘man’s do&rine Mr. W, calls holy fcripture,
and cites-as of divine authority. It would alfo be
difficult to prove that David, in his penitential la-
mentation over his enormous crime, wrote under a
divine impulfe, or that Solomon was fupernaturally
endowed with any other than' political wifdom.

5 Mr.
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Mr. W. has alfo prefled into his fervice a text from
St. Paul, Rom. vii. 24. “ O wretched man that I
¢ am ! who fhall de}iver me from the body of this
¢¢ death ?”” in which the apoftle perfonifying an
alarmed jew, afks where he fhall find fufficient
power to releafe him from the tyranny of thofe vi-
cious habits which the law, by driving him to de-
fpair, cherifhed and ftrengthened, and which conti-
nually adhered to him and diftrefled him, like a
dead body faftened to a living man. If Mr. W,
doubts the truth of this interpretation, he may con-
fult thofe truly eminent critics, Locke and Taylor.
They likewife would inform him that the other text
which he has quoted from the epiftle to the Ephe-
fians, ch. ii. 3. “ We were by nature children of
¢ wrath, even as others,” means nothing more than
that the perfons to whom he wrote had been origi-
ually gentiles, enflaved like others to the idolatries
and the vices of their heathen ftate *.

If T have in any degree vindicated to your fatif-
fa&tion the charaler of the human fpecies, and of
its divine and benevolent Author, from the heavy
and unproved charges alleged againft both in the
treatife of Mr. W. it will afford fincere pleafure to,

Madam, &c.

* He that reads and confiders, fays Mr. Locke in his noted
upen the paflage, cannot doubt that St. Paul here under the
sexms we and our, fpeaks of the gentile converts,

Cs LETTER
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LETTER V.

Concerning the fuppofed Evil Spirit, and the natural
' State of Man.
N abam,

THE doctrine of a devil, and of his agency, of a
being of pure malevolence, who is to every prac-
tical purpofé omniprefent and omnifcient, and en-
dued with formidable and indefinite powers, whofe
fole employment is to do mifchief and to tempt
men to fin, which finds a zealous advocate in
Mr. W, is fo highly improbable in itfelf, and bears
fo hard upon-the wifdom and, benevolence of the
divine charater, that nothing fhort of the moft
decifive evidence can eftablith the fact. In order
to this it muft firlt be proved, that the facred writers
believed and taught the exiftence and agency of
this ftrange and anomalous Being; and fecondly,
that this doctrine was communicated to them by
revelation, and that they were authorized to make
it known to the world. Neither of thefe points
¢an be made out to the fatisfaction®of an intelligent
and critical reader of the fcriptures: the dotrine
therefore falls to the ground. And I, for one, am
not afhamed to avow that I regard the notion of a
devil and his agency, as * an evanefcent prejudice

¢ which
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¢ which it is now a difcredit to a man of undcr-
¢ f{tanding to belicve.” p. 42.

Mr. W. however, affirms, with his ufual confi-
dence, (p. 42.) * That the word of God inflructs
¢ us that we have to contend not only with our own
¢ natural depravity, but with the power of dark-
¢ nefs, the Lvil Spiriz, who rules in the hecarts of
¢ the wicked, and whofe dominion we learn from
¢ fcripture to be fo general as to entitle him to the
¢ denomination of the Prince of this World.” He
further adds, ¢ that the exiftence and agency of the
¢« Evil Spirit are diftin&ly and repeatedly aflirmed
¢ in fcripture.”

But notwithftanding thefe pofitive aflertions, the
truth is, that the exiftence of an evil fpirit is no
where exprefsly taught as a do&rine of revclation.
It was unknown to the jews previous to the capti-
vity, but was probab‘!y borrowed by their learned
men, at that time, from the oricutal philofophy, of
which it is well known to have conflituted an ef-
fential part. After their return it became, in pro-
cels of time, the popular creed, and the popular
language being gradu‘ally fafhioned to it, was adopt-
ed equally by thofe who did, and thofe who did not
believe the theory upon which it was founded.
Hence in the New Teftament we find evil natural
and moral often afcribed to the devi!, to demons, or’
the "ghoﬁs of wicked nien *. But neither Jefus nor

* Sce Farmer on the Dem-.niucs.

Ce6 his
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his apoftles ever explicitly declare that they them-
felves admitted the philofophy which governed the
language of the country in which they lived, much
lefs do they profefs to teach it as of divire autho-
_rity.  They leave the mythology of evil fpirits, like
-many other popular opinions and prejudices, in the
fame ftate in which they found it, to be corretted
in the courfe of time by the principles which they.
taught, and by the growing good fenfe of mankind.
'We may indeed fancy that they ought to have con-
tradi€ted the do&rine if it had not been true, or,
at leaft, that they ought not to have countenanced
it by the ufe of popular language. But what right
have we to affert this, or to ditate to the Supreme
Being, to what objects revelation fhall extend? The
fackt is, that the firft teachers of chriftianiry neither *
pofitively affirm nor authoritatively contradit the
exiftence and agency of an evil {pirit; but exprefs
them/elves upon this fubje& exallly as the reft of
their contemporaries would. The doétrine there-
foré refts upon its own evidence, that is, upon no
evidence at all. _

Upon this fubject Mr. W. contents himfelf with
affertion without proof. He indeed tells us that
« the evil {pirit is entitled to the denomination of
¢ the prince of this world.” The expreflion occurs
John xiv. 30. * The prince of this world cometh
« and hath nothing in me.” It is not eafy to afcer-
tain the fenfe of this text, but to explain it of the

' . devil
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‘devil is perfe&tly arbitrary. Perhaps, the true mean~
ing is, that Jefus was about to be unjuflly arrefted
by order of the magiftrate *. And upon this inter-
* pretation what becomes of the argument for the
univerfal dominion of the ewil {piric 2

Mr. W. mentions no other text as countenancing
his do&trine, excepting p. 46, where he quotes
Jude, ver. 6. ¢ The angels who kept not their firft
« eftate he has referved in everlafting chains under
* darknefs unto the judgment of the great day.”
. The writer of this obfcure epiftle here argues with
his readers upon their profefled principles, alluding
to a mythology, which probably was at that time
familiar, but is now loft ; nor can any thing be in-
ferred from a compofition the genuinenefs of which
'~ is known to be very doubtful. At any rate it proves
-nothing concerning diabolical agency, for it repre-
fents the fallen angels not as ranging at liberty, but
as bound in chains.

Mr. W. is pleafed to remark, p. 43. That ¢ al-
¢ though the fcripture doflrine,” as he unwarrant-
ably terms it, ¢ concerning the evil fpirit is thus
¢ generally exploded, yet were we to confider the
¢ matter ferioufly and fairly, we fhould probably find

» See a fimilar expreffion, 1 Cor. ii. 8. where the jewith
" rulers who crucified our Lord are certainly the perfons intend-
ed. ¢ Which nene of the princes of this world knew, for had
& they known it they would not have crucified the Lord of

¢ Glory.”
¢ ground
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¢ ground for believing that there is no better reafon
¢ for its being abandoned, than that many abfurd
¢ ftories concerning fpirits and apparitions have
¢ been ufed to be believed and propagated amongft
“ weak and credulous people, and that the evil
¢ fpirit not being the obje&t of our bodily eyes, it
“ would be an inftance of the fame weaknefs to
¢ give credit to the doélrine of its exiftence and
¢¢ agency.”

The difputant whe can urge this weak objetion,
may, perhaps, be fatisfied with Mr. W.’s irrelevant
reply : in which all that he attempts to prove is, .
that it is no more incredible that an immaterial
being fhould be a tempter, than a materialone. e
feems, indeed, to think it neceffary to help out his
argument with the unqualified affertion, p. 44. that
to ¢ deny the exiftence and operation of thefe qua-
¢¢ lities in an immaterial being, is in dire? contra-
“diction to the authority of feripture”’ But as no
{uch authority is produced, we may hope to be ex-
cufed if we do not, upon his bare word, admit a
dotrine which appears to be unfounded in argu-
ment or experience, and fubverfive of the moft im=
portant principles of natural and revealed religion.

The true reafon why men of fenfe reje@t the
notion of diabolical agency is, the total want of
evidence to prove it. As philofophers, they difcover
no phznomena which countenance the hypothefis

“of an invifible malignant energy; and as attentive
readers
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feaders of the chriftian fcriptures, they fee nothing
to warrant {uch a conclufion, but a fort of language,
which a competent acquaintance with the oriental
ftyle would teach them to interpret in a figurative
and mythological, and not in a literal and hiftorical
fenfe.

It is obferved, p. 44. that ¢ this topic, however
¢ it may excite the ridicule of the inconfiderate,
¢ will {fuggefl matter of ferious apprehenfion to all
¢ who form their opinions on the authority of the

¢ word of God: Thus brought as we are into cap-

¢ tivity and expofed to danger, depraved and weak-
¢ ened within, and tempted from without, it might
¢ well fill our hearts with anxiety, &c” And in-
deed it would be a moft alarming confideration, if
we had reafon to believe that we lay at the mercy
of what our author calls ¢ the evil fpirit;” or that
anyfuch being was permitted to.hold intercourfe with
this world, and to gain accefs to the human mind.

Happily for us, there is no evidence from reafon to

prove that any {pirit, good or evil, fhares with the
Supreme in the government of the univerfe; nor
do the fcriptures, carefully ftudied and rightly un-
derftood, authorize any fuch unphilofophical and

mifchievous opinion. ]
Mr. W. towards the conclufion of this fection,
reverts to his favourite do&trine of the corruption of
human nature, the difbelief of which, according to
him, is attended with the moft fatal confcquences.
« It
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“ It is here,” he fays, p. 50.  that our foundatiogf”
“ muft be laid, otherwife our fuperfiruGture will

s¢ prove tottering and infecure. This is no meta»

¢ phyfical fpeculation, but a praical matter,

¢ Slight and fuperficial conceptions of our fatural

¢ ftate of degradation, and of our infufficiency to

¢ recover from it of ourfelves, produce a fatal in-

< fenfibility to the Divine warning, &c.” Al this

is eloquent declamation and pofitive affertion, but it

wants proof. '

It is curious to mark the progrefs of Mr. W.’s
fyflem : P. 26. ¢ We are by nature tainted with fin,
« not flightly and fuperficially, but radically, and to
« the very core.” P. 42. “ In addition to this, we
¢¢ have to contend with an evil fpirit, who rules in
¢¢ the hearts of the wicked.” P. 46. ¢ Revelation

-¢¢ teaches that the wages of fin is death,” that is,
P. 6o. ¢ An eternity of unfpeakable mifery.” P. 45.
“ The account it gives of the charater of our
¢ Judge, and of the probable principles of his de-
¢ termination, ferves to turn painful apprehenfion
¢ into fixed and certain terror.” P. 50. % Deliver-
¢ ance is proclaimed and indeed offered, and we are:
¢ plainly admonifhed to work out our falvation, but
¢ we are unable of ourfelves to will or to do rightly.”

In this ftate the great mafs of mankind are left. .
Born into the world with a nature radically tainted
with fin, they can neither will nor do any thing
without thdt aid which God will not impart, and
: ' for
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for want of which they are doomed to eternal and
unfpeakable mifery. Thefe, according to Mr. W.'
are the fundamental and peculiar do&@rines of that
gofpel which we are affured ¢ contains glad tidings
“of great joy for all people.” Happily for us,
Madam,  we have not fo learned Chrift.”

I am, &c.

LETTER VL

Objetion ty the Docirine of the Corruption of Humam
Nature farther confidered.

Mapaw,

MR. Wilberforce is very ingenuous in flating the
objetions of his opponents, which is a proof that
he writes under a full convi@ion of the truth of
his own principles. And though I agree with our
author (p. 19) that * Sincerity is not all in all,” we
muft ftill allow it to hold a diftinguifhed place in
the catalogue of virtues, though it may fometimes
be aflociated with error and prejudice. It muft
however excite furprife in an attentive reader that
he can be perfeétly fatisfied with his own an{wers
to the objeétions which he fo fairly ftates.

- He introduces (p. 53) ““a bold objeftor, facing
¢¢ about and ftanding at bay, endeavouring to juftify
¢« what he cannot deny. Whatever I am,” he con-

- tends,
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tendsy I am what my Creator made me. 1 inherit
““a nature, you yourfelf confefs, depraved, and
“ prone to evil: how then can I withltand the
“ temptations to fin with which 1 am environed ? If
“ this plea cannot eftablifh my innocence, it muft
“ excufe, or at leaft extenuate my guilt. Frail and
¢ weak as I am, a Being of infinite juftice and good-
« nefs will never try me by a rule, which, however
¢¢ equitable in the cafe of creatures of a higher na-
¢ ture, is altogether difproportionate to mine,”

This is the language which Mr. W. puts into-
the mouth of his Zo/d objector. But if this objeCtor:
were to grow a little do/der ftill, and not to be afraid
of fpeaking out plainly, he might add; * Being
¢ what my Creator made me, naturally prone to-
¢ evil, tainted to the very core with f{in, unable ;vén';
¢ to awill what is right, how is it poffible that 2 God
¢ of infinite juftice and goodnefs fhould condemn
“ me to eternal mifery, for not having extricated
“ myfelf fram the wretched condition in which he
“ himfelf has fixed me, without ability to move 2 |

If Mr. W. can return a fatisfalory reply to thefe.
dbjcﬂions, he muft be an able advocate -indeed..
Let us then examine his arguments.

Mr. W. firft (p. 53) warns his readers not to;
« be alarmed, as the writer is not going to enter.
¢ into the difcuflion of the grand queftion concern-
% ing the origin of moral evil.” Indeed there feems
little occafion for an alarm upon this head, as the

h only
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only queftion is about a plain fimple fa&. Can in-
finite juftice and goodnefs doom a being to eternal
- -mifery, for no other caufe, but that of not extricat-
ing himfelf out of the ftate in which his Creator
placed him, withou® any power to a& or will ? I fce
nothing in this cafe which involves queftions, ¢ the
¢ full and clear comprehenfion of which is above the
“ intelle¢t of man;” no difficulty which a man of
common underflanding might not folve with as
much facility as the profoundeft metaphyfician or
-the ableft moralift. Indeed it is a queftion which
" fufhciently anfwers itfelf 5 and hardy is the difput-
ant who will ferioufly maintain the affirmative.

. Mr. W, diftinguifhes his opponents into fceptics
pnd believers. And (p. 54) * he defpairs of fatif-
¢ fying the {ceptic of the foundnefs of his own rea<
¢ fonings, though he thinks it not very difficult to
¢ expofe the futility of thofe of the fceptic.” He
-argues, ‘“that as his pre conceptions concerning
$¢ the condudt of the Supreme Being, have been in
¢ falt already contradicted, particularly by the ex-
$¢ iftence of natural or moral evil, having been
& proved erroneous in one inftance, they might alfo
¢« in another.”” But the analogy will not hold. Tt
may be allowed that the exiftence of evil under the
divine government would not antecedently have
been expeted. The fact however being eftablith-
ed, it may .notr be difficult to reconcile it to the

wifdom and benevolence of the divine charatter.
But,
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But, the radical corruption of human nature, in
confequence of which the mafs of mankind are
doomed to helplefs and to hopelefs mifery, never
has, and never can be proved to be a fa&t; and
could the exiftence of this radical corruption be
eftablithed, the eternal punithment of it could never
be reconciled to any principle of juftice.

Mr. W. thinks, that ¢ the beft method of con-
“ vincing a fceptic, would be firft to prove the truth
“ of our holy religion,” and then (p. 55) to “put
it to him whether all this weight of evidence
* were to be overbalanced by this one difficulty
L “ upon a fubje&t fo confeffedly hxgh and myfte-
¢ rious.”
Mr. W, is perfe@tly right in concluding that no
intelligent fceptic would be fatisfied with the found-
nefs of fuch reafonings. Such an one would deny
the. fubje& to be either high or myfterious. No *
axiom can be more felf-evident than this, that if
God be juft, he cannot make men naturally cerrupt
and vicious, and then condemn them to eternal
mifery for being fo. And if he has any rational
ideas of the Supreme Being, he will never admit
that to be a revelation from heaven, which contains
a do&trine fo flagrantly repugnant to his perfections.

. Mr. W. defpairing of making much impreffion
upon fceptics, proceeds to addrefs himfelf (p. 56)
to believers; “ and in order to convince all -fuch.
" ¢ that there is, fomewhere or other, a fallacy in the
¢ objetor’s



- A Review of Mr. Wilberforce's Treatife. 43

% obje&tor’s reafoning,” he fays, ¢ it will be fuffi-
¢ cient to eftablifh, that though the word of God
¢¢ clearly afferts the juftice and goodnefs of the Su-
_% preme Being, and alfo the natural depravity of
 man, yet it no lefs clearly lays down, that this
 natural depravity fhall never be admitted as an
¢ excufe for fin;” and thaty ¢ the holy fcriptures
¢ are clear and full in guarding us againft fuppofing
¢ our fins, or the dreadful confequences of them, to
¢ be chargeable upon God.”

If Mr. W.’s believer would be fatisfied with fuch
reafoning as this, it is well ; but a rational chriftian,
who reads the fcriptures with attention, and makes

" them their own interpreters, would reply; that no
fuch do&rine as natural or hereditary depravity ie
_rvevealed in them; much lels do they denounce
eternal mifery as the inevitable confequence of na-
tural corruption. And that the notion altogether is
fo palpably repugnant to truth and juftice, that if
one or two detached paffages fhould even feem ta
give countenance to it, fuch infulated texts ought
to be interpreted in a fenfe‘tonfonant to the general
tenor of the fcriptures, and the acknowledged per-
feGtions of God. ‘ g

It is fuggefted (p. 58) as the ¢ beft pratical an-

« fwer to the difficulty, that if our natural condition

. be depraved and weak, our temptations numerous,

¢ and our Almighty Judge infinitely holy ; yet that

¢ the offers to penitent finners of pardon and grace
¢ are
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¢ are univerfal and unlimited.” But, with Mr. W.’s
leave, this is no anfwer to the difliculty at all. The
objeCtion does not by any means refpeét thofe, who
by the agency of the Holy Spirit are ‘regenerated,
and made true penitents, and who- certainly bhave
no reafon to complain as far as they are perfonally
concerned 3 but it refpets the great mafs of man-
kind, who having been created depraved, and the
requifite afliftance being withheld, are therefore
doomed to eternal mifery. And he has not yet ad-
vanced a fingle ftep towards the removal of this
difficulty. .
Mr. W. it feems, not perfe&ly fatisfied with his
own reafonings, either with believers or unbelievers,
finds it convenient to have recourfe to the ufual
afylum of myffery. © Let it not furprife us,” fuys
he, (p- 59) «if in all this there feem to be involved
_ % difficulties which we cannot fully comprehend ;”
adding, ¢ that many fuch every where prefent them-
¢ felves that in this our ignorance we may calmly
¢ repofe on the divine declaration, that righteouf-
¢ nefs and judgment are the habitation of his throne;
¢ that it is true wifdom to attach ourfelves to what
¢¢ is plain and obvious; affenting to what is revealed
<« where above our faculties, on the credit of what
¢ is clearly difcerned, &c.” But all this is irrelevant
"declamation. 'We again and again deny that there
is any myftery in the cafe. The doétrine Jaid down

by Mr. W. is perfectly intelligible, and it is plainly
8 contra-
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di€tory to every principle of juftice, to every attri-
bute of Deity, and to the whole tenor of divine re-
" velation.’

But if neither reafoning nor myftery will anfwer
the obje&ion, anathemas offer their ready fervice to
fupply the deficiency; not indeed in the old and
rugged form of ecclefiaftical commination, but in the
‘humbler guife of pathetic lamentation. * It isindeed
« an awful and affe@ing fpetacle,” fays our author,
(> 60) *“to fee men thus bufying themfclves in
¢ thefe vain fpeculations of an arrogant curiofity,
% and trifling with their deareft their everlafting in-
¢ terefts.” But Mr. W. may be affured that men
-of fenfe, who are truly concerned for the credit of
the chriftian religion, will not be intimidated by
unjuft charges of improper motives, nor by unau-
thorized infinuations of divine difpleafure, from a
‘rigorous enquiry into the pretenfions of thofe doc-
trines which falfely aflume the name and credit of
revealed truths; or from expofing them to the con-
tempt -and indignation which they deferve. And
though many may be difpofed to treat fuch enquiries
as *¢ vain {peculations,” and may think it beft that
men thould ¢ repofe in their ignorance;” there are
fome who will not think their time unworthily oc-
cupied in endeavouring to clear the chriftian doc-

»”

trine from the corruptions with which it is encum-
bered. '
Mr.
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Mr. Wilberforce (p. 61) illuftrates what he calls
“ the exquifite folly of this condu&, by comparing
¢ it with that of fome convited rebel, who, when

% brought into the prefence of his’ fovereign, in-
¢ ftead of feizing the occafion to fue for mercy,
¢ fhould even negle& and trifle with the pardon
¢ which fhould be offered him, and infolently em-
¢ ploy himfelf in prying into his fovcrclgn s defigns
¢ and criticifing his counfels.””

But let me afk which of the two has moft reafan
to apprehend his fovereign’s difpleafure,. the man
who grofsly traduces his prince’s chara&er, and re-
prefents him as an arbitrary, malignant, and odious
tyrant; or he who endeavours to refcue his admini-
ftration from groundlefs and unjuft imputations,
and to convince his fellow-fubjets that the govern- .
ment under which they live, is wife, and juft, and
beneficent? Let not Mr. W. then be fo ready to

" deneunce judgment upon his fellow-chriftians who
think more honourably of the Sovereign of the
Univerfe than himfelf; and who are defirous of
counteralting thofe injurious mifreprefentations of
the divine government, which he has (inadvertently
no doubt, and without any evil intention) fo indufs
trioufly diffeminated.

1 am, Madam, &c.

LETTER
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LETTER VIL

Concerning what Mr. Wilberforce calls « Jeripture
“ doctrines.”

Mapaw,

MR. wilberforce having finithed his obfervations
upon the “’‘inadequate conceptions generally enter-
¢ tained of the importance of chriftianity,” and
upon ¢ the corruption of human nature,” proceeds
(c- 3) to reprefent what he efteems the * chief de-
¢ fects of the religious {fyftem of the bulk of pro-
« feffed chriftians in what regards our Lord Jefus
¢ Chrift, and the Holy Spirit;" and begins (Sect. 1.)
with ftating what he calls ¢ fcripture doétrines.”

In she firft of thefe, all chriftians will verbally
unite, viz. ¢ that God fo loved the world, as of his
« tender mercy to give his only Son Jefus Chrift
¢ for our redemption.” Mr. W. has not explained
" the fenfe in which he underftands thefe words; nor
is it material. The true meaning probably is, that
the miflion of Jefus was appointed by the goodnefs
of God to recover men from the empire of idolatry
and vice, and from the bondage of the ceremonial
law.

His next pofition is,  That our blefled Lord
< aillingly left the glory of the Father, and was
* made man,”

D Mr.
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Mr. W. does not affeét to exprefs this doétrine
in the language of the New Teftament, and with
good reafon ; for, how clearly foever it may be con-
tained in articles and creeds, nothing like it is to be
found in the chriftian fcriptures. That Jefus of
Nazareth was “ willingly” made ahuman being, isa
thought too extravagant to have entered the minds
of the facred writers, nor is it in any degree counte-
nanced by the language they adopt. '

Amongft other texts Mr. W. quotes a cclebrated
paffage from Ifa. liii. ¢ the Lord laid upon him the
¢ iniquity of us all;” from which fome have
ftrangely inferred, that Jefus bore all the fufferings -
due to the fins of the elect. It probably alludes.to
the ceremony of the fcape-goat, Lev. xvi. which is
reprefented as carrying away into the wildernefs the -
fins of igriorance of the whole people, which, Aaron
confefled laying his hand upon its head ; and means
no more than that the errors and vices of a heathen
ftate are no longer a bar to the exercife of mercy,
but that God by Jefus Chrift communicates the ~
bleflings of the: gofpel with equal freedom to jews
and gentiles. In allufion to this it is alfo faid, that
“ he bore away their iniquities;” and that “he

" 46 106k away the fins of the many;” that is, of the
gentiles ; meaning, that by him God freely exer-
cifed mercy to the heathen world *.

* See Ifa. liii, a1, 12. Mr. Dodfon’s tranflation.

Mr.
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Mr. W. alfo cites, Rom. viii. 34. “ He is now at
< the right hand of God, making interceflion for
¢« us.” This office of interceflion is alfo aferibed to
Jefus in another text, Heb. vii. 25. « He ever liveth
¢ to make interceflion for them.” The exact import
of the phrafe it is very difficult to afcertain. Pro-
bably, indeed, the writers themfelves annexed no
very diftin& idea to it. At any rate the literal and
popular interpretation cannot be true ; for God, an
infinite {pirit, hath no right hand at which Jefus can
ftand to intercede. The word in the original ex-
prefles any interference of one perfon for or agai: ¢
another * ; .and all that we can certainly learn from
the apoftle’s declaration is, that fefus, having been
advanced to great dignity and felicity, is, by the
appointment of God, continually employing his
renovated and improved powers in fome unknown
way for the benefit of his church. We may ima-
gine what we pleafe, but more than this is not re-
vealed, and therefore more than this it cannot be

_neceflary for us to believe.

The diftin& perfonal exiftence of the Holy Spirit,
which our author feems to aflume, (p. 63) is, I be-
lieve, abandoned by every perfon who has paid much
attention to the phrafeology of the fcriptures; and
can indeed be maintained upon no other principles
but fuch as would equally prove that wind, fire, and

# See Dr. Taylor’s Note on Rom. viii, 27.

Da peftilence,
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peftilence, the plagues of Egypt, and the feriptures
themfelves, were real perfons. Dr. Lardner has
fet this fubje@ in fo clear a light in his firft ‘poft-
fcript to his celebrated letter on the Logos, that the
-controverfy is almoft as much at reft as that con-
-cerning tranfubftantiation. Whether it be the
-do&lrine of ¢ our excellent liturgy” or not, is of
little confequence to the enquirer who looks to the
“fcriptures only for information concerning revealed .
‘truth.

Mr. W. (p. 64) * wifhes to God it could be
¢ prefumed that all who affent to his opirions in
¢ terms, difcern their force and excellency in- the
¢« underftanding, and feel their power in the af-
«¢ feCtions, and their transforming influence in the
® heart.” And he thinks (p. 65) that * had we
% duly felt the burden of our fins, that they are a
¢ Joad which our own ftrength is wholly unable to
*¢ fupport, and that the weight of them muft finally
¢« fimk us into perdition, our hearts would have
& danced at the found of the gracious invitation,
¢ Come unto me, all ye that labour, and are heavy
¢ Jaden, and I will give you reft. But in thofe
&¢ who have fcarcely felt their fins as any-incum-
& brance, it would be mere affeGation to pretend to
¢ very exalted conceptions of the value and ac-
§¢ ceptablenefs of the proffered deliverance.”

Such expreflions as feeling the burden and infup-
portable kad of fin, may perhaps be fuitable to per-

{ons
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fons of very profligate charalters, but it is abfurd:
to apply fuch language univerfally. For perfons
educated in chriftian principles, habits, and duties,.
who have never deviated into grofs vices, it would:
be ¢ mere affe@ation” to pretend to feel that load.
and burden upon their minds which is the proper
concomitant of atrocious guilt : Nor do I fee any
ufe in men of upright and virtuous charaters re-
prefenting themfelves to their own imaginations as
demons and monfters. Neither the language nor
the examples of fcripture warrant any thing of the
- kind. Our Saviour's invitation-above cited, is ad-
drefled not to finners in particular, but to perfons
fuffering under the heavy load of pharifaic rites,
which on another occafion he calls ¢ burdens
# grievous to be borne;™ and in comparifon with
which, his own religion ¢ was a gentle and an eafy
“ yoke.” :

But Mr: W. fancies, that without this ¢ feeling
¢ of the burden of fin,” we fhall have no very ex-
alted conceptions of the « proffered deliverance ;”
and as error is often f{yftematical, and one leading
prejudice involves a train of others, I can agree
with him, that without this funciful notion of the
weight and burden of fin, there will be little occa-
fion for his equally funciful doétrines of fatisfaltion,
atonement, interceflion, and fupernatural influence.
But a perfon who is fatisfied with the fimple fcheme
of the New Teftament without thefe fuperfluous,

D3 fupple-
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fupplementary articles, will, while he maintains a
proper fenfe of the dignity of human nature, and
. refle@ts with pleafure upon the purity and integrity.
of his general charaQer, fee ‘great reafon to be
thankful for the deliverance of fo large a part of
the world from the bondage of idolatry by the pro-
‘mulgation of the gofpel, and for the glorious
* profpet of immortal life and happinefs which it
opens to view, and by which it ftrengthens the fore
titude and animates the zeal of every virtuous be-
liever. :

It is obferved (p. 68) that ¢ the Unitarian and
¢ Socinian, who deny or explain away the peculiar
** doQrines of the gofpel, may be allowed to feel
_ “and talk of thefe grand truths with little emo..
“ tion.”

Mr. W. here makes a juft diftin&ion, which,.
though fufliciently obvious in itfelf, is often through
ignorance or defign overlooked, namely, that be-
tween the Socinian, and the Unitarian. The for-
mer believes, that although Jefus had no exiftence
before his birth, yet that fince his refurreftion he
has been advanced to the government of the uni-
verfe; a notion unfcriptural and “moft incredible.
But a confiftent Unitaridn, acknowledging Jefus as
a man -in all refpe&s ¢ like to his brethren,” re-
gards his kingdom as entirely of a fpiritual nature,
and as confifting in the empire of his gofpel over

the hearts and lives of its profeffors.
Unitarian
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Unitarian chriftians believe in the refurre@ion of-
their venerated Mafter; and upon his authority,
confirmed by that event, they entertain a cheerful
perfuafion, that if they obey his gofpel, and follow
his great example in a fearlefs profeilion of truth,
and an upright difcharge of duty, they fhall in due
- time be'raifed by the power of God to a happy and
immortal life.

Of fuch chriftians as thefe Mr. W. afferts with a
tone of authority which the confcioufrefs of infalli-
bility alone could warrant, that they ¢ deny or ex-
¢¢ plain away the peculiar dodrines of the gofpel.”
But their fevere cenfor may be affured, that they
" have learned from higher authority than his, that
“it is a very fmall thing to be judged of man’s
. ¢ judgment*.” And they would requeft him feri-
oufly to refle&, whether he may not himfelf be
liable to the charge of making unauthorifed addis
tions to the genuine do&rine of chriftianity, which
deface its beauty, obftrut its progrefs, and diminith
its pra&tical effet.

Mr. W. proceeds (p.. 69) to defcribe love to
Chrift as ¢ an ardent aQtive principle,” *and he in-
fifts upon the natural expreflions of ftrong affetions
as applicable to this cafe. But the only criterion of
genuine regard which our Mafter himfelf prefcribes,
is the pradtice of virtue from refpect to the motives
of the gofpel. < He that hath my commandments

* 5 Cor. iv. 3.

D4 , “and



§6 A Review of Mr. Wilberforces Treatife. -

¢and keepeth them, he it is that loveth me.”
Whoever therefore poffefles this authentic chara&er
of genuine affe@ion to Chrift, may reft perfedtly
fatistied, whether they do or do not come up toour
author’s ftandard of ardent feeling.

In (p. 71) we have a complaint that ¢ the doc-
“trine of the fan&ifying operations of the Holy
¢ Spirit appears to have met with ftill worfe treat-
¢ ment than that of love to Chrift.”” But Mr. W.
himfelf ¢ appears” to be under a confiderable error
upon this fubje&, for want of fufficient attention to
the true fenfe of the fcripture language.

It is evident to every perfon competently ace
quainted with facred phrafeology, that the Spirit of
God fometimes fignifies God himfelf, and fometimes
divine infpiration. The Holy Spiri¢ ufually means .
the miraculous fowers communicated to the apoftles,
by which the chriftian religion was confirmed at its
firft promulgation ; and jews and heathens having
been converted by this impreflive evidence, they are
faid to be regenerated, renewed, or fan&ified by the

"Holy Spirit ; that is, recovered from a ftate of
heathenifm or pharifaifm, which is in fcripture lan-
guage a ftate of alienation from God, and enmity to
him, into a ftate of vifible profeflion, and of privilege.
Mr. W. and many others underftand that in a moral
fenfe, which the writers intend in a ceremonial, and
apply expreffions indifcriminately to all perfons,
which the connexion and fcope of the paflage

. limits
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limits to the firft converts from judaifm and hea-
thenifm.

Mr. W.’s creed reprefenting the Holy Spirit as a
_ divine perfon, equal with the Father, whofe office it
is to fan&ify the heart, naturally leads him to dif-
cufs the do&trine of a divine influence upon the
“mind for moral purpofes, (p. 72, 75.) But it has
never yet been proved that any {upernatural influ-
ence upon the mind is neceffary under the divine'
government, or that it has ever exifted, except in a
few very extraordinary cafes. Every philofophic
theift will allow, that all events are brought to pafs
agreeably to the divine foreknowledge, and accord-
ing to the wife and benevolent counfels of God.
Alfo, that a divine energy is atually exerted in
every event, according to certain rules which God
has.prefcribed to himfelf, few will deny. True phi-
lofophy and true religion lead us to fee God in every
thing. But that he ever, much more that-he fre~
gquently, deviates from his ufual courfe to produce
effe@ts upon the human mind, which would not
have refulted from the natural operation of general
laws, is a fact improbable in itfelf, and of which we
have no fatisfatory evidence, either from expe-
rience or revelation. In popular language, the vir-
* tuous affeCtions of virtuous men are with great pro-
priety afcribed to God; and the pious writers of the
feriptures have often adopted this form of expref-
fion. . Whether they themfelves believed in the ex-

D, iftence -
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iftence of frequent fupernatural operations upon the
mind, does not clearly appear; and it is certain
that they no where affirm, that it conftituted any’
part of their commiffion, to teach this extraordinary
and improbable dotrine. The agency which they
admitted extends to evil as well as to good; it
« hardens the heart of Pharaoh¥,” as well as *“ opens
¢¢ that of Lydia‘f ;” and therefore it is a general, and
not a particular influence. Confequently, the po-
pular language of the facred writings by no means
authorifes the conclufion, that God ever interpofes
fupernaturally to produce moral effeéts u[ign the
mind ; the expe&tation of which is liable to great
abufe, and has often been producive of very perni-
cious confequences.

This feGtion concludes with a juft and honous-
able teftimony to the excellent charaller, and the
prudent and fuccefsful zeal, of the Moravian bre-
thren, in which I moft cheerfully concur; but I
would take occafion incidentally to remark, that a
rekigious party may be very numerous, very pious
and benevolent, very zealous and fuccefsful, and yet
.by Mr. W.’s own conceflion (for he is no Moravian
himfelf) its diftinguifhing tenets may be  erroneous

and unfcriptural.
I am, Madam, &c..

% Exod, vil. 3. + Adts xvi. 14..

LETTER
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LETTER VI

Concerning the admiffion of the Paffions into Religion.
Of Love to Chrijl.

Mapawm,

MR..Wilberforce, p- 8c—386, treats at confider-
able length on the admiffion of the paffions, or
affe@ions, into religion ; the reafonablenefs and im=
portance of which, under proper regulations, will
not be difputed by any who think juftly upon the
fubje&. Religion can hardly be faid to exift withe
_ out them.: AffeCtions being internal feelings, which
arife naturally, and fpontaneoufly, from correfpond-
-ent views and apprehenfions of their fpecific objeéts;
complacency, gratitude, reverence, confidence, joy,
and refignation, will be neceffarily generated by fre-
quent ferious contemplation of the Supreme Being,
as a perfectly wife, powerful, and benevolent father,
benefattor, friend, governor, and judge. And afs
fetions fo formed will be a powerful ftimulus to
that courfe of condu& which will be moft accept-
able to. God. Devation gives energy and.dignity to
virtue, and the chriftian revelation juftly reprefents
Jove to God as the *“firft and great commandment.”
It is, however, neceffary to obferve, that love ta
God is:a beneficial affeCtion, only in proportion to
the truth and juftice of the ideas which men enter-
D6 tain.
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tain of the divine attributes and government. If we
conceive of God as perfetly benevolent and wife,
and defirous of the happinefs of his creatures as the
fole end of his righteous adminiftration, love to him
will be a rational and a delightful affeGtion, and will
naturally exprefs itfelf not only in external alts of
grateful homage, but in univerfal complacency and
good will, and in a folicitous concern to co-operate
with the beneficent Creator in doing good, in alle-
viating mifery, and in diffufing happinefs.

But if our ideas of the Supreme Being are etro-
neous and unjuft, the afleCtions towards him will be
proportionably diftorted. It will be difficult to con-
ceive of God as an arbitrary and capricious tyrant,
without being on the one hand overwhelmed with
terror, or, on the other, difpofed to cherith the af-
feQtions we afcribe to him, and to regard the fup-
pofed objeéts of Divine difpleafure with difguft and
malevolence. The hiftory of religion, in all ages,
is replete with the baneful effets of that ¢ zeal for
¢¢ God which is not according to knowledge:”

After all, though the obje@s of religion are of
fufficient dignity and magnitude to excite and in-
tereft our beft affetions when fteadily contem-
plated, it ought to be remembered, that a mechani-
cal glow of the paffions is by no means effential to
the pra&ice of religion and virtue, efpecially at the
commencement of a virtuous courfe. Men enter
upon and purfue their occupatioas in life, not from

5 . paffionate
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paffionate feelings, but from rational convi&ion that
thefc are the beft means of providing, in a juft and
honourable way, for the fubfiftence, comfort, and
re(peQability of themfelves and their families: and
if the employment is at firt irkfome, the principles
upon which they a&t will ftimulate them to perfe-
vetance, and by degrees they will form an attach-
ment to profeflions to which originally they were
little inclined. In like manner, a perfon of reflec-
tion will enter upon the pratice of religious virtue,
not from any paflionate and tranfient emotions, but
from the deliberate -convilion of his judgment, that
a pious and virtuous condu@ will be ultimately
conducive to his beft intereft ; and though the prac-
tice of virtue may occafionally be unpleafant, may
require felf-denial, and may expofe him to difficule
ties and inconveniencies, which woul®{ubdue a re-
folution infpired only by the paffions,, they will:
make little impreflion: upon a purpofe which origi-
nates in the deliberate conviction of the underftand-
ing. And by degrees, habits of reitude will be
infenfibly eftablithed, and virtue will be loved and
- pratifed for its own fake. The religious principle
is of too much importance to be made dependent
upon the paffions, which wife men difcard in all
affairs of moment, left they thould warp and miflcad
the judgement.
‘Mr. W. concludes his fe&ion, p. 96, with the ap<

phcatxon of his do&rine concerning the ule of the
paflions
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paflions in religion, not, as might naturally have
been expe&ted, to the Supreme Being, but to Jefus
Chrift; whom he reprefents as ¢ the proper obje&t
<« of love, gratitude, joy, hope, and truft,”” which he
apprehends that no one can deny ¢ without being
“ dead to every generous emotion, and bluthing -
4¢ with fhame and indignation when he looks his
¢ objection in the face.” p. g8. Without feeling,
however, any emotion, either of fear or fhame, from
any thing Mr W. has advanced ; I make no hefita-
tion to aflert, that the affe@ion, which he infifts
upon as due to Chrift, has no juft foundation in the
seprefentations which the fcripture exhibits of his
perfon and charaler, or of his prefent ftate and
dignity, but that it originates in palpable error, and
is direCted wholly to a mere creature of the imagi.
nation.

Very far, indeed, am I from defiring or endea-
vouring to weaken that rational regard to Jefus
which he has himfelf required, and for which the
gofpel lays a proper foundation. I revere his me~
mory as the moft excellent of human. chara&ers,
and the moft eminent of all the prophets of God,
who was honéured with the high.commiffion- of {u-
perfeding: the mofaic difpenfation, and of revealing
to all nations « the words of eternal life.” I joyfully
and thankfully embrace his do¢trine,.confide in his
promife, and bow to his authority.. “This is all the
love which he requires, and which his. difciples can

properly
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properly exercife towards him. ¢ He that hath my
% commandments and keepeth them,” faith our
Lord himfelf, « he it is that loveth me*;” and
who is authorifed to fubftitute any other criterion
of acceptable regard ?

Jefus is indeed now alive, and, without doubt,
‘ employed in offices the moft "honourable and bene-
wvolent : but, as we are totally ignorant of the place
where he refides, and of the occupations in which
he is engaged, there can be no proper foundation
for religious addrefles to him, nor of gratitude for
favours now received, nor yet of confidence in his
future interpofition in our behalf. All affe&ions
and addrefles of this nature are unauthorifed by the
chriftian revelation, and are infringements upon the
prerogative of God, .

If indeed we figure to ourfelves a being equal to
the Supreme, or next in order and dignity below
him; invefted by him with the adminiftration of
the univerfe ; voluntarily affuming human nature;
fuffering upon the crofs the punithment due to the
fins of men; continually employed in intercedin
for them; {upplying them with a perfet righteouf-
nefs to conceal the defe&s of their own charalters;
and guarding and prote@ing them in their paffage
through this world ; the fteady contemplation of
this ideal perfon will naturally generate admiration,
gratitude, joy, confidence, and other correfponding

* John xiv, 21,
affeca
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~ affé@ions ; and all this may be called love to Chnift,
confidence in him, and the like: and chriftians who

* neither experience nor pretend to fuch ecftatic feel-
ings may be treated with contempt, and reprefented
as derogating from the glory of Chrift. But fuch
a Being as this having, in fa&, no real exiftence, all
thefe affe@ions muft be vain and illufory, varying
according to the variable fancies of men, and inca-
pable of conftituting wife and permancnt principles
of a&tion.

But Mr. W. has texts at hand to fupport his doc-
trine, which to faperficial readers will probably ap-
pear fatisfaltory, but which a little attention will:
eafily reconcile to the general tenor of the fcriptures
concerning the perfon of Jefus, as a man of like
faculties and feelings with other human beings.

- ¢ In him,” fays the Apoftle*, ¢ dwelleth all the-
¢¢ fulnefs of the Godhead bodily.” - Bur this no.
more proves the proper deity of Chrift, which is the -
purpofe for which Mr. W. quotes it, than the ex-
preflions, “ being filled with all the fuluefs of -
“ Godt,” or “being made partakers of a divine -
¢ naturef,” prove .the'propcr. deity of all fincere-.
chriftians. The meaning is, that a fulnefs of know-
ledge and power for the purpofe of his miffion was .
communicated to him by God. :

Mr. W. alfo produces the text, Phil. ii. 6. 8. “He .

®Col.ii.g.  +Eph.iii 19. i DPet.i. 4
' ¢ thought .
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¢ thought it not robbery to be equal with God,” or

rather as God or /ite God. The fenfe of which is,

that being endued with miraculous powers, here
called “Dbeing in the form of God, he Jid not grafp

© ¢ at fimilitude to God,” did not affe@ an oftenta~
tious difplay of thefe powers for his own advantage;
¢ but, affluming the form of a fervant, he was made
¢ in the likenefs of men,” that is, he appeared weak
and helplefs like another man*, and fo ¢ became
¢« obedient to death, even the death of the crofs.”
The fubmiffion of Jefus to death is reprefented in
the New Teftament as an a&t of voluntary obe-
dience, becaufe he always had it in his power to
have refcued himfelf by miracle, as he himfelf re-
peatedly declares; a privilege which no human being
but himfelf ever poflefled.

Mr. W. argues the propriety of trufting in Chrift,
from Heb. xiii. 8. « Jefus Chrift is the fame yefter=
¢ day, and to-day, and for ever.” Baut in this pafe
fage the name of the prophet is put, by a ufuval
figure of  fpeech, for his doftrine, as the context
evinces. For the inference which the writer imme-

_diately draws from the obfervation is, * Be not care
¢ yied about with divers and ftrange dotrines.”

1 am, Madam, &c.

* So Samfon, Judges xvi. 17. tells his miftrefs, that ¢ if he
¢ is fhaverr he fhall become weak, and be like any man,” i. e.
as our tranflators (not being, in this inftance, warped by preju-
. dice) have properly rendered it, like any otber man : no longer
poffefled of extraordinary powers,
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LETTER IX.

The fame fubjeld continued. Errors eoncerming the
‘ Holy Spirit. -

Mapauwm,

MR. Wilberforce, like a valorous knight, having'
chafed his invifible opponent, page g8, ¢ from his
¢ favourite pofition, and compelled him to acknow-
“ledge that the religious affeCtions towards our
% bleffed Saviour are not unreafonable,” determines
now to follow up his vi€lory, and to drive him from
¢ hig laft retreat, viz. That by the very conftitution
% of our nature we are not fufceptible of affetions
% towards an invifible Being.”

Our Author having now advanced pretty far into
the wildernefs of vifions and chimeras, it is not an
eafy matter to follow him over the enchanted ground,
To all appearance, however, his prefent attack is
made upon a non-exifting adverfary, ‘That any
perfon fhould believe that Jefus Chrift is all that
Mr. W. reprefents, that is, a God to whom we are
under greater obligations than to the Creator him-
felf, having redecmed us from that miferable ftate
in which our Maker had left us*, and yet to deny

: that

#Vide Mr. . p, 123. ¢ The merits and interceflion of
¢ Chrift, to which we are wbolly indebted for our reconciliation ~ -
& with Gud, and for the will and the power from firft to laft to

- “ work
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that this divine perfon is the proper obje of reli-
gious affetion, or that fuch affections are pradti-
cable, is to me utterly incomprehenfible. But as
Mr. ' W. labours the point with fo much afliduity, it
is to be fuppofed that he may have met with fome
reafoners of .this extraordinary caft. As for thofe
who are content with the plain and fimple account
of Jefus Chrift in the New Teftament, as a man
approved of God, it is plain that to fuch perfons the
whole of his reafoning is totally inapplicable ; nor
does he indeed affe&t to addrefs it to them. .
To profefled chriftians, who belicve that a Divine
Perfon aflumed human nature, and died to fave
them from eternal mifery, and that he is now contis
* nually employed to intercede for them and to defend
‘them, and who, neverthelefs, doubt whether it be
reafonable or pratticable to love and confide in him,
Mr, W. addrefles the argument in his following
feGtion. And the tenor of his reafoning is, that in-
vifible beings, when they are made the obje&s of
fteady meditation, or, as he quaintly exprefles it,
when they are brought into “clofe conta&,” are
capable of exciting the affe@ions—that the relations
in which we ftand to fuch a Chrift as he defcribes,
have a peculiar tendency to awaken the affe@ions—
that it is the office of the holy fpirit to excite them—
¢ work out our own falvation.”” In our natural ftate, that is,

as Qod made us, the author defcribes us as ‘¢ tainted with fin to
 thevery core,” without will or power to help ourfelves.
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that perfons who objeét to the poffibility of fuch
affetions have never ufed the proper means of
attaining them—and that many eminent chriftians,
in all ages, have, by the ufe of the appointed means,
made high attainments in thefe virtues. The only
obje&tion which can be made to this reafoning, as
an addrefs to men’s profefled principles, is, that it is
propofed to perfons who either have no occafion for
it, or whofe underftandings muﬁ be mapcnctrable to
argument.
" Mr. W. in order to convince his callous believer
of the praQicability of love to Chrift, though invi-
fible, afflumes as a faét, p. 101, the extraordinary
pofition, that ¢ there appears naturally to be a cer-
¢ tain ftrangenefs between the paffion and its obe
¢ ject, which familiarity and the power of habit-
¢ muft gradually overcome,” He adds, « You muft
¢ contrive to bring them into ckfe contaB.”” After
which he proceeds, at confiderable length, formally:
. to open, as he expreffes it, p. 106, ¢ the do&trine’of
% clofe conta&,” as though it were fome new and:
important difcovery in the philofophy of the human
mind—when, in truth, it amounts to nothing more .
than the old and familiar fa&, that the affe@ions are
‘excited, not in proportion to the real value and
magnitude of the obje&, but to the attention,volun-
tary or otherwife, which is paid to it, and that,
whether the object be real or imaginary.
Mt.W p- 102, to illuftrate -his propofition that
objeéts
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obje&ts of vifion are not the only objects capable of
attralting our regard, thinks ¢ that it might appear
« to be too nearly approaching to the ludicrous to
¢ fuggeft, as an example to the contrary, the meta-
¢ phyfician's attachment to his unfubftantial {fpecu-
¢ lations.” What there is of ludicrous in thofe
profound fpeculations, in thofe acute and fuccefsful
refearches into. the phenomena of the human mind,
which occupied the a&tive and penetrating genius of
a Locke and a Hartley, I am at a lofs to difcover.
This farcafm upon the fublime and ufeful fcience of
metaphyfics would well become a fuperficial fciolift, -
~who might hope to conceal his ignorance under the
" veil of ridicule, but is unworthy of Mr. W. both as
a man of liberality and a {cholar.

Mr. W. obferves, p. 101,  that the diftrefles of
¢ a novel, which at the fame time we know to be
' fititious, affe€t us more than the dry narrative of
¢ a battle.” And it is an obvious fa&, that imagi«
nary obje&ts often excite the paffions as vividly as
real ones, even when known to be imaginary; and
much more fo, when, by any illufion of the under-
ftanding, thefe creatures of the imagination are mif-
taken for fubftantial beings. It is therefore an ime
portant branch of the difcipline of the mind to
diftinguifh between imaginations and realities, and
to fix the attention habitually and firmly upon things
which are true and important, left fititious obje&ts

thould
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fhould take pofleflion of the affe&ions, to the exclu-
fion of thofe which are of fubftantial value. And
this appears to me to be precifely the fituation of -
‘Mr. W. and of thofe who think and feel with him.
‘The Jefus whom they array with the attributes of
deity, and to whom they delegate the adminiftration
of the univerfe, is a phantom of their own imagina-
tion, totally unlike the humble prophet of Nazareth;
and all the attention which they give, and the affec-
tions which they feel, to fuch a being, are irrational
and illufory ; and, as far as they prevail, they dero-
gate from the homage due to the one true God, the
only proper objet of all religious veneration and
gratitude. '
Mr. W. tells us (p. 107) that “ our bleffed Sa-
% viour is not removed far from us.—He exhibits
¢ not himfelf to us dark with exceffive brightnefs, but
¢ ig let down as it were to the poflibilities of human
¢ converfe. 'We may not think that he is incapable
¢ of entering into our little concerns, and of fympa-
¢ thizing with them.” That is, in other words, that
fuch a being as we fancy Chrift to be, is better
adapted to our conceptions and affeCtions than God
himfelf. Such is the opinion which the papifts en-
tertain of the virgin Mary, and of their calendar
faints, with whom they think they may be more
familiar than with Jefus Chrift himfelf. Hence the

‘abje& fuperflitions and idolatries of the church of
Rome;



A Review of Mr, Willerforce's Treatife. v

Rome; and indeced there is no end to the vagaries
of the human mind when it transfers its devout
affe@ions to any other being than the living God..
Mr. W. fupports his do@rine by a quotation from
the epiftle to the Hebrews, iv. 15. % He is not one
¢ who cannot be touched with the feeling of our
¢ infirmities, having been in all points tempted like
“as we are.” How this declaration can be made
.confiftent with Mr. W.’s do&rine of the divinity of
Chrift, it becomes him ferioufly to confider. That
a God fhould be * in all points tempted” like frail
and finful man, appears to me a contradiion in
terms. But the writer of this epiftle, having for-
mally proved that though Chrift was fuperior to all
former prophets, he was inferior to angels, and in
all refpets like to his brethren®, juftly concludes,
. that, having fuffered like them, he now fympathizes
with them. And no dounbt he does; but this fa&
lays no foundation for religious regards and ad-
drefles to bim.

- From the promife of our Lord to his apoftles,
John xiv. 18. ¢ I-will not leave you orphans,” Mr. W.
firangely draws the univerfal inference, that ¢the
¢¢ children of Chrift are here feparated from the
« perfonal view of him, but not from his paternal
« affe@ion and paternal care.” But the virtuous,
 who are in the hands of God, the God and Father

* See Mr. Wakeficld's tranflation of the two firft chapters of
zhis epiftle,
of
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of Jefus their Mafter, need no other prote@or. And °
the text quoted will not prove the point, for it is
addrefled to-the apoitles only; and our Lord imme-
diately adds, “I will come unto you;” meaning,
that he would foon vifit them again after his refur~ -
retion, for their confolation and triumph. It is
added, p. 110, “ that we learn from the fcriptures,
¢¢ that it is one main part of the operations of the
¢ Holy Spirit to implant thefe heavenly principles
« in the human mind, and to cherifh their growth.”
But we have before had occafion to remark, that the
fcriptures do not teach the exiftence of any fuch
perfon as the Holy Spirit, and that ‘there is no
foundation for the expeftation of any fupernatural
operations upon the mind. Leaft of all then can it
be fuppofed, that fuch operations would be exerted
to produce affeCtions towards a being who, having
no exiftence out of the imagination, neverthelefs
fupplants the true God in the government of the
univerfe, and in the hearts of his creatures. -

In p. 111, we find an eloquent declamation upon
the great effeCts of fuch a ¢ love to the Redeemer,”
as Mr. W. recommends; which, he fays, “was the
“ religion of the holy martyrs of the fixteenth cen-
¢ tury, and which burned with an increafe of ar-
¢ dour in preportion to the perfecutions with which
¢ they were affailed.” And there can be no doubt,
that perfons who ferioufly believe that Jefus Chrift
is fuch a being as Mr. W. defcribes, and who have

- wrought
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. wrought themfelves up to a proportionable elevation
of admiration, gratitude, joy, and confidence for his
fuppoled condefcenfions, labours, and fufferings,
and for his prefent protetion, will often feel ecftatic
joys and tranfports ; and will, in the ardor of their
zcal, cheerfully fubmit to fufferings and death for
the fake of him to whom they imagine themfelves
under thefe infinite obligations Hereby demen-
ftrating, what? not the truth of their principles, but
the fincerity of their perfuafion. I grant that many
of the martyrs of the fixteenth century thought of
Jefus Chrift as Mr. W. now does. They were men
of great integrity, and inflexible courage in avowing
what they believed to be evangelical truth, and in
protefting againft the extravagant corruptions of the
Romith church. But their creed is not our ftandard.
They were juft emerging from the prejudices of an
ignorant and fuperftitious age; and though they did
as much as could be expetted from men in thejr
circumftances, and {uccefsfully expofed many of the
more flagrant errors of the papal religion, they
could not, at once, fhake off the mafs of corruption
which had been accumulating for almoft fixteen
centuries. They left much to be done by thofe
who came after them. We have as good a right to
diffent from their creed, when it is repugnant to the
do&trine of the fcriptures, as they had to deteft and
expofe the errors of the Romifh church. And I

traft, if the times fhould ever require it, that the

l§ advocates-
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~ advocates for rational and {criptural religion would
be as ready, by their fufferings, to-teftify their zeal
for truth, as the honeft but lels enlightened confef~
dors of an earlier age.

This feQion’is clofed with a reproof to nominal
<hriftians, p. 113, * for fcarcely admitting, except
“¢ in the moft vague and general fenfe, the dofrine
#¢ of the influence of the holy {pirit ;” adding, ¢ that
« if we look into the holy fcriptures for information
“¢ on this parficular we learn awvery different leffon.”
To this'is fubjoined, as ufual, a ftring of texts de-
tached from their connexion, which in found feem
to confirm the affumption, but which, when criti-
cally examined, bear no Tuch meaning. Moft of
them relate to the ftate of the heathen previous to
their converfion, and to the wonderful effe& of the
miiraculous powers of the apoflles, in exciting their
attention te the chriftian do&rine, and thereby en-
gaging them to the ferious profeffion of chriftianity.
Thefe in their heathen ftate are reprefented as
'« children of wrath,” and able to do nothing; but
convinced by the miracles, and enlightened by the
teaching of the apoftics, they were * quickened as
< from' the dead, created anew to good works, put
¢ off the ¢ld man with his deeds, and put on the
¢ new man -which i :e:wwzd after the image of his
¢ Creator.”

And the unchriftianized world being figuratively
seprefented as under the empire of Satan, that is,

‘ 7 - ~ : of
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«of idolatry and vice; when a heathen was converted
to the chriftian religion, he was faid to have been
¢ tranflated out of the kingdom of Satan into that
% of God’s dear Son;” and, converfely,when a pro-
feflor of chriflianity, in confequence of immoral con-
duc, was difcarded by the chriftian community, he
was faid to ¢ be delivered over to Satan;” that is,
he ceafed to be a member of the chriftian church,
and was regarded as an unconverted heathen.

It deferves to be particularly remarked here, that
Mr. W. p. 113, defcribes all men as “by nature -
¢ children of wrath, and under the power of the
“ evil fpirit, our underftandings being naturally
4 dark, and our hearts averfe from fpiritual things;”
and p. 114, the influence of the holy fpirit is repre-
fented * as originally awakening us from flumber, as
% quickening ‘us when dead ; as delivering us from
¢ the power of the devil, and as drawing us to
¢ God.” Hence it follows, that upon this {yftem
mankind can do nothing to extricate themfelves
from the wretched condition in which they are
pléced, by their Creator, and that all relief muft
originate in the awakening and quickening operations
of the holy fpirit. And if thefe are withheld, the
haplefs vitims are inevitably doomed to eternal
. mifery. Yet Mr. W. and many others call this {yf-
tem chriﬁianify, and profefs to beligve -that God is
juft! :

In my judgment, language cannot fupply words -

E:2
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of fulficient encrgy to exprefs the odious malignity
of charaler which is here afcribed unjuftly, I had
almoft faid profanely, to the Governor of the Uni-
verfe.

Mr.W. in a note at the conclufion of this feQion,
recommends Dr. Doddridge’s fermons on regenera-
tion as a  moft valuable compilation.” Dr.Dod-
dridge was a man of great induftry, ability, benevo-
Jence, and picty; but he was greatly mifled by an
wndue attachment to the popular {yftem of theology,
and his works are not calculated to inftru& his
readers in the true fenfe of the chriftian fcriptures,
nor to infufe into them a fpirit of rational and
manly piety. His fermons upon regeneration af-
fume throughout an erroncous principle; applying
expreflions to all men indifcriminately, which are
limited by the connexion to the contemporaries of
the apoftles, and to the ftate of the firft converts to
the chriftian faith. And Dr. Doddridge, like Mr. W,
contends for that fupernatural influence upon the
mind for moral purpofes, which is neither confitent
with true philofophy, with afcertained facts, nor
with the genuine doélrine of the chriftian reve-
lation.

Iam,
Madam, &c.

LETI‘ER‘/ /
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"LETTER X
Terms of Aceeptance with God.

Mabpam,

THERE is nothing in the whole compafs of reli-
"gion and morals, of greater importance to be clearly
and diftinétly known, than ¢ the terms of accept-
“ ance with God,” or, in other words, the means
which God has appointed for the attainment of our
ultimate happinefs. And thefe are fo explicitly re-
vealed in the feriptures both of the old and new
teltament, that no perfon of common under{tand-
ing, who reads them attentively and without preju-
dice, can fall into any material error upon this fub-
je€t.  The prattice of virtue is always reprefented
as the only means of attaining happinefs, both here
and hercafter. ¢ To fear God, and keep his com-
¢ mandments; to do juftice, to love mercy, to walk
“ humbly with God, to deny all ungodlinefs and
¢ worldly paffions, and to live foberly, righteoufly
« and godlily in the world; .to feck for glory, ho-
¢ nour, and immortality, by patient continuance in
¢ well doiing; in 2 word, to love God with all the
¢ underftanding, and with all the heart, and to loxe
¢¢ our neighbour as oprfelves:” thefe are the clear
and equitable terms of falvation,, both undex the olé

difpenfation. and the new.
E3 “The



28 A Review of Mr. Willerforce's Treatife.

The apoftles indeed infiit much on jfaith in
Chrift : 'and with great propriety ; for their exhorta-
tions were ufually addreffed to unbe]ieéi.ng jews, or
to heathen idolaters, whom they were defirous of
introducing to the privileges and hopes of the ehrif-
tian religion. But thofe ‘who already profeffed
¢hriftianity are enjoined, not to believe, but to a&
confiltently with their profeflior, and to be ¢ careful
* to maintain geod works.”

The apoftles alfo often dwell upon the fufferings
of Chrift, and that for feveral reafons. The death of
Jefus was the confirmation of his miffion ; it was
the feal of that new covenant which he came to
promulgate; it was the neceflary preliminary to his
refurreCtion ; and the public execution of the
founder of this new religion being objeted to its
profeflors as an indelible difgrace, the firft teachers
of chriftianity were folicitous to fhew, that they
. were not afhamed to avow themfelves the difciples
of a crucified Mafter. ¢ They gloried in the crofs
“ of Chrift, and determined.te know nothing but
« Jefus Chrift, even him who was crucified.” '

After having thus briefty ftated the plain - and
- fimple do&trine of the fcriptures concerning the
¢ terms of acceptance with God,” let us now inquire
into that of Mr. W, which is indeed of a very difs,
ferent complexion. And confidently as that gentle-
man afferts it, and dangerous as he reprefents it
cither to difpute, or to miftake, the principles hé
T ' aflumes;
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aflumes; the fa&l s, that not a fingle word,.ne, not
even a trace or a thadow: of them, is to be found in
the chriftian fcriptures. '
That | may not mifreprefent his fentiments upon:
a fubje& which he regards as of the higheft mo-
ment, let him fpeak for -himfelf. After having,
ftated:it, p. 117, *as a highly dangerous notion, thas
¢ fome chriftians, with littlg more than an indiftinck:
‘¢ and nominal reference to him who- bore oumfing
¢ in his own bedy upon-the tree, really reft their
¢t eternal hopes on' a vague general perfuafion of
 the unqualified mexcy of the Supreme Being, or
¢ fill more erroneoufly rely in the main- on their
¢ own negative or pofitive merits ;” and having no-
ticed with difapprobation,. p. 119,.the errors of an~
other ¢ clafs, who have a fort of general indetermiv
¢ nate and ill underftood dependence on our blefled?
¢ Saviour; but whofe hopes appear ultimate}y‘ tor
¢ bottom on the perfuafron that they are now'
“¢ through Chrift become members of a new difpen-’
‘¢ fation, wheréin they will be tried by a-more lenient:
¢ rule than that to- which- they muit. have been:
¢ otherwife  fubjet,” he reprefents thefc errors; .
P 121, “as naturally refulting from the: miftaken'
8 conception entertained of the fundamental princi-
¢<ples of chriftianity, as a fcheme for juftifying:the-
¢ ungodly, and for making: the fruits of -oline/s the
s¢ offects, not the caufe, of our being juftified and res
¢«conciled” Amtong the pratical confequences of*
E 4 ’ thefe:
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thefe errors, he mentions (p. 123) *their tendency

_ * to prevent that deep fecling of gratitude for the

 merits and interceffion of Chrift, to which we are
 wholly indebted for our reconciliation to God ;
¢ and for the will and the power, from firft to laft,
“ to work out our own falvation ; their pronenefs to
@ run into merely moral difquifitions, and their ad-
% vifing men to amend their ways, as a preparation
 for their coming to Chrift, rather than exhort
* them to throw themfelves with deep proftration
¢ of foul at the foot of the crofs.” Profefling, p. 127,
“ not to enter into the niceties of controverfy,” he
neverthelefs contends, * that they who in the main
* believe the do&trines of the church of England
‘¢ ave bound to allow, that our dependence on our
“ blefled Saviour, as afame the meritorious caunfe of
< our acceptance with God, muft be not merely
¢ formal and nominal, but real and fubftantial.
% Repentance towards God, and faith towards our
“¢ Lord Jefus Chrift, was the fum of the apoftolical
¢ inftruions.” This faith imports, p. 128, that

" “we muft be deeply confcious of our guilt and

“ mifery, and penitently fleeing for refuge to the
“ hope fet before usy we muft found altogether on
& the merit of the crucified Redeemer our hopes ofs
% efcape from deferved punifhment, and of deliver-
“ ance from the enflaying power of fin. ‘This muft
¢ be our firft, our laft, our only plea. We are to

‘ " furrender ourfelves up to him, to be wathed in

(14 h‘is
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¢ his blood, to be fantified by his fpirit,)’ and the:
He adds, p. 129, that “ what has be#n required is-

“ not the perception of a fubtle diftin@ion, but a.
% ftate and condition of heart;?’ and proaeeds, p.130,.
to addrefs thofe * who are difpofed to believe, that:
“ though, in fome obfcure and vague fenfe,, the:
“ death of Chrilt as the /atigfaRion for our fins, and:
 for the purchafz of our future happinefs, and. the:
“ fan&ifying influence of the fpirit, are to be admita.
¢ ted as fundamental articles of ourcreed ; yet that
“ thefe are doQrines fo much above us,. that they:
“ are not fuited to our-capacities, and that, turne
% ing our eyes from thefe difficult fpeculations,,
" % we fhould fix them on the praical and moral
¢ precepts of the gofpel.” To this objeGion Mr. W',
replics, p. 131, that ¢ this may not be mconﬁﬂentlyv
¢ the language of the modern unitarian, but furely
« it is in the higheft degrec unreafonable to admig

¢ into our fcheme all the grand peculiarities of chrife
“ tianity, and, having admitted, to negle&, and .
® think no mose of them ;> that “common fenfe.
« fuggefts, from their nature and magnitude, thae
« they deferve our moft ferious regard;” that % the
&« profane irreverence of this condu&t is not more
¢ ftriking than its ingratitud:;” and * that we' are
¢ forewarned, p. 133, that God will not hold them
« guiltlets who are unmindful of his. kindnefs.™
The fe&xoa concludes with an ¢xhortation to exers
Es cife

s
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cife thofe regards to Chrift, which correfpond_with
the views which the author has given of the means
of falvation by him. . )
*If then I rightly underftand Mr. W.’s meaning in
ftating the terms of our acceptance with God, he in-
eludes two particulars - firft, that the merits of
Chrift are an atonement and fatisfalon to divine
juftice for the fins of men, and are alone the merito-
rious caufe of our acceptance with God ; and fe-
condly, that it is neceflary to falvation that men
fhould be apprifed of this doftrine, and that, reject-
ing all reliance on their own negative or pofitive
merits, they fhould found altogether on the merit of .
the crucified Redeemer, their hoyes of eféape &om
deferved: punifhment.
-Now, if thefe be really the terms of falvmon, it
is natural to expe&t that they would be as diftinQly
- flated, and as clearly defined, in the chriftian ferip-
tures, as in Mr. W% « Practical View.” Surely,
"every page would be filled with exhortations, * to
« caft ourfelves at the foot of the crofs,” to ¢ r'ely_'
% upon the merits of Chrift,” and “to place our
& confidence in the atonement and fatisfaltion’ of
“the crucifed Redeemer.”” What thien muft be
the aftenifliment of a ferious inquirer, who, having
formed his ideas of the chriftian religien from
Mr. W.'s treatife, when he came to the perufal of
the genuine writings of the apoftles and evangeli&s;
fhould difcover that “the merits of Chrift” is a

phrafe:
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phrafe which no where occurs in them*;. that the
death of Jefus is never reprefented either as an:
“ atonement for fin,”” er a ¢ fatisfaltion. to. the:
“ Deity,” whatever may be meant by thofe obfcure:
and unfcriptural expreffions; and that we are never.
exhorted to afk any thing of God * for the fake of;
¢ Chrift,” nor is any blefing ever-faid to be.granted.
to us upon that confiderationt! that to « caft our-.
¢ felves with deep proftration of. foul at the foot of
¢ the crofs,” which Mr. W. fets forth as an eflential.
duty, is not once rccommended in the whole.New:
Teftament ;. and that. no proof can be praduced,.
that faith in Chrift means anything more than “an,
¢ habitual and praical recogpition.of his autho-
“rity3” much lefs, that it includes * an entire re-
¢ liance on his merit.” Upon all thefe fubjes it
is fufficient to fay, that the faripture.is zotally filent;.

-

-® The ¢ righteoufnefs of Chriit*’ is-ar expreffion ufed ir
the epiltle to the Romans: it fhould be rendered ¢ juftifea~
‘ction,” and fignifics the introducmg unbelicving, jews, or
idolatrous heathens, into the privileges of the gofpel. .. Sce
Locke’s €Commentary, and Taylor’s Key. The imputation of
tﬁe'ngh'cohfnefs ofone perfon to fupply the defcéts of another,
io one of ‘thofe “extravagant ideas which never occurred to the
writers of the New Teftament. . . :

*+-Eph. iv. 32; may perhaps be regarded as an-exception ;-
but that is-an ackiowledged mif-tranflation. ’The true render
ing is,.cven as God, in or by Chritt, hath freely forgiven you

- that is, has dgclared by Chrift that you are freely. fox given.
, ’ E6 - Mr.
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Mr. W. himfelf will not pretend that the language
he ufes is that of the New Teftament. What then
is the juft and inevitable conclufion ? Surely, that
thefe indifpenfible terms of acceptance, thefe * grand -
¢ peculiarities” of the gofpel, are mere human inven-

_ tions, and not the doQrines of Chrift.
1t may perhaps be faid, that although the fcrip-
tures ufe not thefe very words, the fame meaning
may be conveyed in different language : but furely
it is fomewhat extraordinary, that an unferiptural
phrafeology muft be invented to exprefs the moft
effential foripture do@rines, the “ grand peculiaria
# ties” of chriftiani€j’. This at leaft fixes 2 mark
of fufpiciow upon fuch afflumed principles: but the
truth is, that the ideas correfponding te thefe
nove} phrafes are no more ta be found in the facred
writings than the phrafes themfelves, nor had they
any cxiftence till fome centuries aftex the apoftolic

get. |
If we afk for proof, Ms. W. though he delivers
kis fentiments wish she cenfidence of an oracle, and
denounces the vengeance of heaven on alk who do.
mot yield implieit credit ta them, declines “ entering
“ into the niceties of controverfy.”” Here and there
indeed he thruits in a texs, which feldom, even in:
appearance, and mever ia its truc and proper fenfe,
yields the leafk fupport to.his notion of “an undi-
@ See Dr. Priellley’s Hiftory of the Corruptions of Chriftianity.
“M
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# yided faith in the Lord Jefus,” or ¢ an entire re~
¢ liance upon his merits and fatisfaltion.”

In a note, however, p. 134, he dircéts the reader’s
attention to what he calls “a few leading argu-
“ ments.” He appeals to the expreflion, *“ we
¢ preach Chrilt crucified,” and the like, the meana
ing of which has been already explained : he argues

_from the inftitution of the Lord’s fupper, which is
only a folemn commemoration of an interefting
event; particularly as, in a figurative fenfe, the fead
of that new covenant, into which God is pleafed to
enter with all who believe in the divine miffion of Je<
fus; but without any mention of, or allufion to, atone-
‘ment, fatisfallion, or merit. He adds, ¢ that the fa<
¢ crament of baptifm fhadows out our fouls being
« wathed aud purified by the blood of Chrift;” a mere
gratuitous affertion*, unfupported by any proof.
A¥o, that in the Epiftle to the Romans, the apoftle
fpeaks ¢ with the moft emphatical expreflions, of
© deep and bitter regret, of fome who went about
“ %o cftablith theiz own rightcou{nefs, and had not
“ fubmitted themfelves to the righteoufnefs of God;*

" which he arbitrarily applies to thofe *“who fatisfy

“ themfelves with vague general thoughts of our

« Saviour’s mediatiom, and the fource of whofe ha-

“ bitual complacency is, their being tolerably well

_ ®St.Peter, x Pet. ifi. a1, teaches, that baptifm is emblematical,
not ¢ of being wathed in the blood of Chrift,” but of a govd

confcience owards God. .
6 & fatise

-
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¢ fatisfied with their own charaters and condu&;™
a notion the moft diftant from the.apoftle’s mind;
and utterly inconfiftent with his reafoning in the
eontext. He is there fpeaking of the Jews, who.
adhered to the rites and ceremonies of pharifaic tra-
dition, in preferenee to the liberal difpenfation of:
the gofpel, and thereby excluded themfelves-from.
its privileges and hopes *.” ‘

- Latftly, he appeals to the Epiftle to the Galanans,,
and ftrangely fuppofcs,  that the great defe& of
“ the judaizing chriftians, which frutrated the.
% grace of God, and debarred them from' all the
‘¢ benefits of the death of Jefus, was not immorality,
““ but their being diipofed to truft in part, for their
¢ acceptance with God, to the mofaic inftitutions,
“-inflead of repofing wholly on the merits of Chrifl”
‘Fhis is making fcripture with a witnefs. Let Mr.W.
produce; if he can,.a fingle fentence from the writ-
ings of Paul, in which that venerable feyvant,and
meflenger of Jefus requires a.relianee, either wholly.
er in part, upon the merits of Chrift: much lefs
will he be able to difcover any. paflage in which the
apoftle reprefents this reliance upon another’s me-
_ rits as. fo effential to falvation, that, without it, na
moral excellence in their own . chara&er. will be
available, - The apoftle’s defign, from the beginning
to the end of this epiftle, is to fhew, that men who
zefted their. hopes of falvation upon the prafice of

# Sce Locke and Taylor on the paffage, :
) - burden~
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burdenfome pharifaic rites, and who impofed thems
upon others, excluded themfelves from the liberak
provifions of the gofpel; which requires nothing but
fuch a faith in Chrift and his doGrine, as: wilb influ=
ence men to the pra&tice of univerfal virtue.

Mr. W. p. 124, cenfures fome whom he ealls’
¢ nominal chriffians,”’ for ¢ advifing finners to amend
¢ their ways as a preparative for their coming to
% Chrift, rathier than exhort them to throw thems
“ felves with deep. proftration at the foot of the
“ crofs.” " He does not feem' to have recolle@ed;
that the advice of the apeftle Peter, AQts iii. 13. ta
men in fimilar circumftances, and even to the ace
tual murderers of Jefus, was, ¢ Repent, and be con-
s verted,  that your fins may be blotted out.” * But
perhaps St. Peter was ‘“a nominal chriftian,” and
% ignorant of the ‘gofpel ; 37 and, truly, it is more
thian probable that -he was totally, ignorant of tlie
gofpel 'of Mr. W. - At any ratey iv is. fafer and
better, in a cafe of fueh moment, to follow the ads
vice 'and example of an apoflle, than to adopt the
unftnptural jargon of-medern: {yftems, which, whats
ever appearance of humility, and .fan&ity it may
~ affume, when it is thoroughly examined, will be
found t@ convey as little meaning-as ¢ the foundmg
d h‘aﬁs, er the tmklmg eymbal

Iam, Madam, &c.

LETTER
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LETTER XL

Stri€inefs of praftical Cbrgﬂmmty Rational Religion:
not unfaveurable 16 Virtue. Obfervations éon Chri jﬁ
.tian Idolatry.

Mnmm,

Y SO much spprove of tire general ftrain of what
Mr. Wilberforce advances upon ¢ the ftriGnefs of
* true praltical chriftianity,” in the firft-feGtion of
his fourth chapter, that I am forry to meet with any
shing from which I am obliged te diffent, and Ailt
more that any remarks fhould have efcaped from his

pen which are open te jufd animadverfion. -
-} entirely agree with Mr. W. p. 147, “ That iy
¢ ig the grand cffential pradtical chara@eriflic of
" 8 true chriftians, that they have renounced and sb-
¢ jured all other mafters, and have cordially and
% unrefervedly devoted themfelves te Ged ;”—that
this, p. 148, “muft be the malter principle to which .
¢ cvery other muft be fubordinatey®—that “ shey
© deliberately purpofe, that, fo far as they may be
¢ able, the grand governing mazim of their future
¢ lives fhall be, to do all to the glory of God;”—
_ that, p. 150, % the example of Chrift is their pat-
 tern, and the word of Ged their rule;”—that
¢ their determination to obey the wilk and to culti-
% yate the favour of God,, hath its foundations in a
“deep

/

. U
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#¢ deep and humiliating fenfe of his exalted majefty
¢ and infinite power ;”—but, p. 151, that “ thefe aw-
“~fulimpreflions are relieved and ennobled by an ad-
“ miring fenfe of the infinite perfe&tions and infinite
" "« amiablenefs of the divine charater, animated by
¢ a confiding though humble hope of his fatherly
¢ kindnefs and proteCtion, and quickened by the
¢ grateful recolle@ion of immenfe and continually
¢ increafing obligations. This is the chriftian love
“ of God; a love compounded of admiration, of
w¢ preference, of hope, of truft, of joy, chaftifed by
% reverential awe, and wakeful with continual gra-
¢ titude.” ' _ ‘

I confefs that, when I read this juft and animat-
ing account of the affelion due from all his crea-
tures to the Supreme Being, I can hardly believe it
was written by the fame author, who a few pages
before has reprefented the fame Being as having
brought his creatures into exiftence ¢ radically
% tainted with fin,” and as having left the great
majority of them to perifh, in hopelefs and eternal
mifery. To fuch a God as this, fome perfons may,
for aught I know, experience “a love compounded
¢ of admiration, preference, hope, truft, and joy”—
the only fenfation that I could feel refpeting him,
if fuch were my idea of the divine charadter, would
be that of terror and abhorrence. '

But I have no doubt that God is really worthy,

in the higheft degree, of thofe affe{tions which are
' here
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here fo eloquently defcribed; for he is infinitely wife
and gocd, and is incapable of alling unjuftly by any
of his creatures. « His tender mercy is over all his
¢ works.” .

Our author prudently, or rather inadvertently,
declines to combine the different parts of his fyftemy
and while he overlooks the injuftice of leaving the
great mafs of mankind to fuffer eternal torments, he:
infifts wholly upon the goodnefs of God to the
chofen few, who are regenerated by the influences.
of his fpirit, and who certainly have no reafon to.
complain. But the charaer of a Being fo capri-
cious and malignant, whatever partial kindnefs he.
may occafionally manifeft, can never be the objcét
of rational veneration and confidenee. ~

Mr. W. does not fee this confequence, which to.
-many others appears fo obvious and palpable. Nay,,
be even thinks, that the fyfem which he has ftated:
lays a proper foundation for that love to God which:

- the gofpel requires as the moft powerful priaciple of.
virtue. And he very-unjuflly, aod. I -muft fay un..
" candidly, charges chriftians whofe priaciples da not.
reach his own ftandard of orthodoxy, with a defigr.
to lower the ftandard of chriftian-morality. They,”
fays he, p. 139, *“ who hold the fundamental doc-.
¢ trines of fcripture” (that is, his own unfcnptutak

. opinions) “ in their due force, hold alfo in its due-
¢ degree of purity the pratical {yftem which fcrip-
& ture inculcates. But they who explain away the.
¢« former”

-



A Review of Mr. Wilberforce'’s Treatife. ot

¢ former” (that is, who do not think with the au-
thor) ¢ foftenr down the latter atfo, and reduce it to
¢ the level of their own defeive fcheme. It is
“ not fronr any confidence in the fuperior amount
¢ of their own performances, or in the greater
¢ vigour of their own exertions, that they reconcile
¢ thémfelves to their low views of the fatisfadtion
« of Chrift, and of "the influence of the fpirit; but
¢ it fhould rather {feem their plan fo.to deprefs the
& required flandard of praltice that no man need
¢ fall fhost of it, that no fuperior aid can be wanted
¢ for enabling us to attain te-it.. It happens, how-
« ever, with refpe& to their imple method of mo-

" ¢ rality, as in the cafe of the fhort ways to know-
¢¢ ledge, of which fome vain pretenders have vaunt«
« ed, that thefe have failed of conduéting them ta
¢ the right ob]e&, and have iflued only in ignorance
‘< and conceit.” :

- Tam forry to obferve, that this is a very xlhberal
paragraph, which I hope that Mr. W. will, upon res
confideration, retract. Let him recolle& that wey
who rejet his pretended fundamentals as unferiptue
ral and untrue, have an equal right to.charge, him
with a defign to-fubvest the foundations of virtue,
and - to. deprefs the reguixed fandard of practice”
But I trult we are too well acquainted with thg
fpirit of chriftianity to retort the charge upon our -
wncandid affailant. We can give him credit for

~ writing. from the beft matives, and with ‘an earnefy
defire

N



02 4 Review of Mr. I/Vi)krﬁrcc’: Treatife.

defire to promote praltical religion, while we think
him greatly miftaken in the means he.adopts for this .
purpofe. Mr. W. may be aflured that we, who re-

robate the doftrines of original depravity, of the

‘pre-exiftence, the deity, and the fatisfaltion, as jt is

called, of Chrift, and of the fupernatural influences
of the fpirit, as grofs corruptions of the chriftian
religion, fet the ftandard of chriftign morality as
high as he himfelf can do. - We contend with equal
earneftnefs for the pradlice of univerfal virtue, and
for perfetion of charaéter: and what more can be
required ? It is true, that when the virtues are con-
fidered in detail, Mr. W. may infit upon certain ve-
gards as due to Chrift, which we may think unfcrip-
{ural and idolatrous, and may lay, what we elteem,
an undue ftrefs upon ritual inftitutions ; but he has
po more right to condemn our morality for this di-
verfity of opinion and practice, than a papift has to -
eenfure him, for not worfhipping the virgin Mary,
rior obferving the feftivals of the faints. And we
feel ourfelves as little hurt by his unjuft animadver-
fions, as he himfelf would be by thofe of the honeft,
but ignorant, catholic. Love is, with us, the ful-
filling of the law ; and the habitual pfa&icc of vir-
tue, from 2 principle of love to God and benevo-

_lence to man, is, in our judgement, the fum and

fubftance of chriftian morality.
The doQrine of Unitarian chriftians lays the

beft foundation for lave to God, becaufe it repre-
o fents
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fents the charaler of the Deity as perfe@tly wife,
benevolent, and impartial, -ever purfuing the beft
ends, the virtue and happinefs of all his intelligent
offspring, by the beft and moft efficacious means.
" Hence he appears to be the proper object of com-
placency, gratitude, confidence, refignation, and joy;
and a fteady faith in the exiftence and government
of fuch a Being is a perpetual fource of fatisfaltion
and delight to every well difpofed mind. But the -
God of Mr. W.’s fyftem is a gloomy and capricious
tyrant, whofe chief employment, and therefore de-
light, is to render his creatures miferable. How is
it then poffible to venerate and love him ?

The love of Chrift, upon this {fyftem, muft very
much interfere with the love of God. To fay the
leaft, the idea of this ftupendous per{on, this fecond
God, divides and diftralts the attention, and occue *
pics shat fpace in the mind which is the fole property

of God himfelf, the only invifible Being of whofe
~ continual prefence with us we have any fatisfatory
evidence, who is therefore the only proper objeét of
our religious regards, and whofe idea is at all times
fufficient to occupy and fill the mind. ‘The notion
of two infinite Beings is utterly beyond the com-
prehenfion of ‘the human intelle&t ; and indeed, as
Locke and Wollafton* have juftly obferved, thefe
two ideas muft neceffarily coincide, and coalefce into
one. But the Father and the Son are commonly

# Religion of Nature, p. 70. Locke’s Fam. Letters, p. 412,
' ‘ repre-
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reprefented as diftin&. Beings, of different and even
oppofite charatters; the Iather ftern, fevere, and
inflexible; the Son all -gentlenefs and compaffion,
fubmitting to bear his Father's wrath, and to ap-
peafe his anger, by fubfituting -himfelf in the ftead
of the finner*. 1t is impoflible to regard thefe twe
chara&ters with équal affection, and the love.of the
imaginary Chrift robs the living and true God of
his honour and homage.
: Mr. W. obferves, p. 156, that God * mll not ac-
 cept of a -divided affetion;” and again, p. 157,
« idolatry is the crime againft whick God’s higheft
¢¢ refentment is exprefled, and his fevereft punith-
& ment denounced.” * Alo, that “ it is not in bew-
" ¢ ing 'the knee to-idols that ‘idolatry confits, fo
& much as in the internal homage of the heart, as
¢ in the feeling towards them of any of that fu-
« preme love, or reverence, or gratitude, which
' - ¢-God

* This obfervation is exemplified in the following flanzas
from one of Dr. Watts’s hymns :

¢¢.0Once "twas a feat of dreadful wrath,
¢« And fhot devouring flame;

¢ Our God appear'd confuming fire,
¢ And Pengeance was his name,

¢ Rich were the drops of Jefus’ blood
¢¢ That calm’d his frowning face,
¢ That fpririkled o’er the burning throne,
¢ And turn’d the wrath to grace, : :
% The
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%-God referves to himfelf as his own exclufive pre-
“ rogative. On the fame principle, whatever <lfe
“ draws off the heart from him engrofles our prime
¢ regard, and holds the chief place in our cftecem
% and affe€tion, that, in the eftimation of reafon, is
“ no lefs an "idol to us than an image of wood or
“¢ ftone would be, before which-we thould falt down
% and worfhip.” What then, upon thefe princie
ples, muit we fay of that affettion and regard which
Mg W. and thofe who think with him, pay to the
imaginary perfon to whom they afcribe the attri-
butes of divinity, and whois to fuch a degree the
rival of the true and living God 1in their affeQions ?
_Mr. W. has himfelf pronounced it to be idolatry:
and according to his reprefentation of the cafe, his
own fate, and that of many others, would be dan<
gerous in the extreme. But, in this inftanece, he
happily miftakes the meaning of the fcripture de-
nunciations, The idolatry there reprobated, and
againft which the fevereft judgements are threat-

« The peaceful gates of heav'nly vlifs
4 Are open’d by the Son, &c.”

-

How naturally and juftly does the conclufian follows
¢ To thee ten thoufand thanks we bring,
¢ Great Advocate on high,
“ And glory to th’ eternal King s
.4¢ Who lays his fary by.”
Thus it is that a phantom of the imaginatien ufurps the
honours of the living God,
ened,
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ened, is the heathen idolatry, which authorifed and
-often required the moil atrocious. crimes, chriftian
idolatry ¥, or the worthip of the Son and Spirit to-
gether with the Father, had not then an exiftence:
and though it is much to be cenfured and lamented,
and carefully to be avoided ; yet, as it is not pro-
duive of fimilar immoralities, it is not liable to the
fame condemnatiom., And I doubt not that the
error, grofs and pernicious as it is, will in many
inftances be fet down to the account of huy:an
frailty, and mercifully overlooked by that gracious
Being, who is acquainted with the powerful influ-
ence of early prejudices, and of fixed habits of
thinking, over the moft upright and ingenuous .
minds. While, therefore, I feel it to be an indif-
penfible duty to bear my public teftimony againft
the worthip of Jefus Chrift as difhonourable to
God, injurious to rational religion, and as in a ftri&t
fenfe idolatrous, 1 entertain a high refpet for the
piety and integrity of many of my fellow-chriftians,
who, in confequence of early and ftrongly riveted
prepofieflions, confcientioufly pradife it; and who
no doubt think me guilty of little lefs than blaf-
phemy, or atheifm, in oppofing it. .
1 am, Madam, &c

® See Mr. Lindfey's admirable Converfations on Chriftian
Idolatry, pnmed 17923 pamcularly the httcr part .of the third
day's Converfation, p. §o. 87. .

LETTER.
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LETTER XIL

Praftice of nominal chriftians. Theory of religious
affections. The chriftian fabbath.

Mapaw,

MR. Wilberforce having in the laft feQtion ¢ en-
~ % deavoured to afcertain the effential charaCter of
¢ true praical chriftianity,” proceeds, fedt. 2, “to’
¢ inveftigate in detil the pratical fyftem of the
“bulk of profefled chriftians among ourfelves.”
And here he feems to have drawn a faithful portrait
of many perfons, who, profefling to be chriftians,
complying with the external forms of religion, and
abftaining from grofs vices, flatter themfelves that
they have fulfilled the requifitions of the chriftian
law, while their hearts are devoted to *the love of
¢ eafe, of diffipation, of pleafure, of pomp and pa-
¢ rade, of wealth and ambition, of the pleafures of
¢ tafte and imagination, of fcience and literature,
¢ of reputation,” and the like.. And where any
of thefe are made the primary obje&t of purfuit, in
preference to the love of God and the prattice of
duty, it muft be allowed that the charalter falls
fhort of the ftanderd of the gofpel. .It is alfo much
to be feared, that a great part of the chriftian world -
come under this defcriptiony and that many are in -
circumftances of extreme danger who flatter them= .
F felves
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felves that they are perfely fecure. Indeed, cone
fidering the influence of felf-love, and the'danger-
ous confequences of felf-deception, it is the part of
true wifdom to be always vigilant, and to admit no
principle of a&ion which will not bear the fevereft -
examination. Chriftianity fuffers not its profeffors
to reft fatisfied in any thing fhort of perfe&ion of
charatter, and he is certainly not a real chriftian
who does not afpire after it.

- It is however wife to guard againft fuperRitious
fears. We think moft rationally of God when we
view him under the relation of a Father, whofe fole
defign is the welfare of his offspring, and who im-
pofes no hard and unreafonable fervice. We can-
not injure his charater more than by conceiving of
him as an auftere and rigorous mafter, continually
laying fnares to entangle his fervants, and ever on
the watch to punifh with undue feverity the leaft
deviation from duty. We are fure that we pleafe
him beft, when our condu& is moft conducive to
our own and others’ happinefs. And if this be our
habitual character, we nced be under no apprehen.
fion with refpe& to our final acceptance.

In a true chriftian, the love of God, and devoted- ,
nefs to him, is the governing principle of a&ion..
But we cannot always be ‘exprefsly thinking upon °
God; and a virtuous man is performing his duty
to the Supreme Being, as really, and as acceptably,
when he is purfuing the proper bulinefs of life, or

< even
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even when enjoying its innocent and décent amufe-’
ments, as when he is offering dire&t addrefles to
him in the clofet, or in the temple *.

“The obfervation, p. 191, that ¢ heavenly things
tare ftated in fcriptute as recommending them-
¢ felves to the feelings of the trwe chriftian, by
“being fuited to the renewed. difpofitions of his
¢ heart,” is the language of the theory which repre-
fents religion as the “ fupernatural implantation of a
* new principle,” p. 162. The truth is, that reli-
gion confifts, as the author himfelf elfewhere ob-
ferves, p. 184, in ¢ habits of mind.” And there is -
no reafon to think that religious habits are formed .
differently from other habits, which are known to -
be:the refult of frequent alts. A habit of devotion
is neither inftin&ive nor fupernaturally infufed; it
is generated by frequent exerciles of religious wor-
fhip and contemplation ; and a habit of doing good, °
by a&s of beneficence.

-Many writers upon morals, and amongft them
our author, exprefs themfclves inaccurately con- -
cerning the love of virtue ; as though virtue could
have no exiftence where it is not practifed for its
own fake. This is tantamount to affirming, that '
virtue cannot exift but in its moft perfet ftate,
Virtue muft always be approved by the underftand-
ing, but the pra&ice of it is not always originally -

*® For God is paid when man receives :
o - Toenjoyistoobey. = PoPE.
Fa pleafing,
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pleafing. A vicious man‘begins to forfake his cri-
minal courfes from a convi€tion of their folly and
danger. He enters upon the path of virtue from a
fenfe of duty or of interefl, not without fome des
gree of relu€tance. By degrees difficulties fubfide,
and uneafinefles vanifh. That which was originally..
indifferent, or difégrcoable, becomes tolerable and.
pleafant ; he begins to love virtue for its own fake,
and purfues the path of retitude, not fo much on
* account of the end to which it leads, as for the plea-
fure he finds in it. The beginnings of virtue are
often painful, efpecially when habits of vice haye
been previoufly contracted.  And it is neither jufk.
nor wife to maintain, that there canr be. no,virtie
without a difinterefted love of it. It tends to dif-"
courage attempts at reformation in thofe who ane
defirous of forfaking their vices, and of "becoming:
traly. virtuous and religious. This may be a confj-
deration of little weight in the eftimation: of perfong
who expet no change of charafter without an “ori-
_ ¢ ginal” fupernatural impulfe. But they, who.look
only to the operation of natural and: moral: caufes, -
for natural and moral effets, will rather ehoofe to
reprefent abftinence from vice, from a-fenfe of duty -
and intereft, as a confiderable adwance towardsa °
virtuous charalter ; and the love of vistue, though -
not at firft perceptible, as. gradually growing: foom
the habitual pra&ice of it, . .
« Let no man judge you,” fays the apoftle,
’ 5 Col. ii.
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Col. ii. 16, “in refpe& to the fabbath day;” that is,
Regard no man’s cenfure for not obferving the
fabbath. «One man,” fays the fame authorifed
teacher, Rom. xiv. 5, ¢ eftcemeth one day above
“ another; another efteemeth every day alike. Let
¢ every man be fully perfuaded in his own mind,”
or, as Dr. Doddridge renders it, «let every man
“ freely enjoy his own fentiment.” Such is the .
dpoflolic canon : and the ground of it is, th:t chrif-
tians who differed in thefe points were equally in- -
fluenced by the fame principle, namely, regard to the .
wuthority of Chrift; and thereforc were equally aca
ceptabk: to God. “He that regardeth the day re-
¢ gardeth it to the Lord, and he that difregardeth
« the day difregardeth it to the Lord.”
‘s This js the decifion of St. Paul: how -different
from that of Mr. W. who, p. 193, in contradition
to the apoftle’s rule, dire@s men to judge of their
fincerity and proficiency in religion, by the pleafure
they take in the fabbatical obfetvance of the firft day
of the week, and who pronounces, p. 199, a fevere
{entence upon thofe who do not think it neceflary
to obfcrve the Sunday with that firi€tnefs and feve-
 rity which neither Jefus nor his apoftles, but a mif
taken fpirit of devotion, has impofed, and with
which, it tells us, ¢ we ought to be -delighted.”
¢¢ All thefe artifices,” fays Mr. W. p. 198, (referring
particularly to family parties, where .neither mufic
F3 nor
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nor cards are. introduced) “ whatever they may be,
¢ to unhallow the Sunday, and to change its charac~
“¢ ter, it might be almoft faid to relax its horrors,
‘¢ prove but too plainly that the worfhip of God is
" ¢ with us a conitrained and nat a willing fervice,
“ which we are glad therefore to abridge, though
“ we dare not omit it.”” He adds, concerning the
fame defcription of perfons, that is, thofe who de
not approve and take pleafure in that rigid obferva-
tion of the day which heis pleafed to prefcribe,
&¢ that {fuch perfons voluntarily acquiefce in a ftate
¢ of mind which is directly contrary to the pofitive
¢ commands of God, which forms a perfe& contraft
% to the reprefentations given us in fcripture of the
"¢¢ chriftian chara&er, and accords but-too faithfully,
#6.in one leading feature, with the charaler of thofe
“ who are ftated to be the-obje@s of divine dif-
¢ pleafure in this life, and of divine pnm[hment in
¢ the next.” CoTe
Such is the uncharitable cenfure of Mr. W.ina
cafe which St. Paul havmg explicitly ftated, has -
clearly decided that every one fhould freely enjoy his
own opinion. And fuch is the narrew fpirit univer-
fally generated, where will-worfhip and ritual ob
fervances are fet upon a level with praltical religion,
or fubftituted in its place. 'Warned by the apoftle,
-1 prefume not to condemn any man for his fabbatical
obfervation of the firft day of the week. But zealous
: for
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for the liberty with which Chrift hath made us fres,
and regarding (as the apoftle recommends¥) no
man’s cenfures for not obfetving the fabbath day, I
have no hefitation in afferting, that under the chrife
tian difpenfation  every day is alike.” Of public
worthip I am a fincere advocate; and it having been
the uniform pratice of the chriftian church to afs
femble for this purpofe on the firft day of the week,
1 highly approve of the continuance of this laudable
.and ufeful cuftom. But that under the chriftian
difpenfation one day is more holy than anothert, or
that any employment, or any amufement, which is
lawful on other days, is unlawful en the Sunday,
can never be proved either from the chriftian ferip-
tures or from ccclefiaftical antiquity. Nor is it ne«
ceffary. The chriftian law exprefsly requires, not
- that a feventh part only, but that the whole of our
time, and every action of life, thould be devoted to
the fervice of God, and that, * whether we eat or
¢ dririk, or whatever we do, we fhould do all to his
‘«glory.” So that to a true chriftian every day isa
fabbath, and every employment is an act of de-
votion.
.. Mr. W. may perhaps not unproﬁtably pafs the
ﬁrﬁ day of the week in the manner which he has

* See p. 1co, 101.

+ See upan this fubjet the contrnverfy between Mr. Evan-
fen and Dr. Diieftley, where this fubject is fully difcuffed, and -
brought to a proper iuc.

F 4 prefcribed 3

4
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prefcribed ; but every body cannét do it. The
mind grows weary by conftant attention to intellec-
tual objeéts, and requires relaxation on the Sunday
‘as well as on other days. And to the generality of
chriftians, fincere as well as nominal, who ‘cannot
keep up their attention to religion through the
whole day, and are fuperftitioufly fearful of divert-
ing their thoughts to any other fubjeét, © the Sun-
“ day is, to fay the beft of it, p. 196, a heavy day,
« and that larger part of it which is not claimed by
¢ the public offices of the church, dully draws on
“ in comfortleis vacuity,” as many have experienced
whofe moral charaer is in no refpe& inferior to
theirs, whofe ‘minds are capable of a greater inten-
fity of application, and their paffions of being kept
longer in a ftate of religious effervefcence. .

That the laws of any country fhould enjoin a
fabbatifm which God has not required, appears to
me unreafonable and unjuft. How far it maybe
prudent or decent to “ violate fuch laws” when
made, is a different queftion; but Mr. W. has no -
right to reprefent a negle& of fuch arbitrary human
inftitutions as *“ an infult upon religion.” p. 196.
" This fabbatical {pirit and thefe ritual prattices
are very improperly and unwarrantably reprefented, -
p- 99, as ‘“eflential conftituents of a devotional
¢ frame.” This is another inftance of that narrow
and cenforious fpirit which is generated by too great
an attachment to the formss of religion. A man

: : who
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who goes to church four times a day, commonly
thinks himfelf a better chriftian than he who is con-
tented with three fetvices only ; who in his turn
_triumphs in his fpiritual fuperiority over the man
that fatisfies himfelf with two ; while the latter,
if not more than ufually charitable, regards his
chriftian brother who goes but once, as little better
than a heathen. .

It is obvious, that laying an undue ftrefs upon the
obfervation of the fabbath, naturally tends to intro-
‘duce the fpin’t which in the beginning of the fetion
.I have now reviewed is fo juilly condemned. Many
who are fo very religious on a Sunday, are too apt
_to lay afide religion for the reft of the week. They
- often put it off with their Sunday clothes. They
¢ have paid their tithes, p. 163, fay rather their
« compofition, the demands of the church are fatif-
'« fied, and they may furely be permitted to enjoy
¢ what fhe has left, without moleftation or inter~
¥ ference.”

I am, Madam, &e.

Fs LETTER
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LETTER XIL

Concerning the defire of applaufe, and whetber amiabls
tempers and ufeful lives conflitute the 'wbole of reli-
gion.

Mapawm,

I MUCH approve of what Mr. Wilberforce has
advaneced, fe&. 3, “ upon the defire of human efti-
 mation and applaufe;” a fubje@ which he has
treated with judgment and eloquence, and which he .
has well difcufled both as a philofopher and as a
chritian. Nothing is more grateful to an ingenuous
.mind than the approbatiqn of the wife and good,
when it comes unfought for, in the upright and dif~ -
intercfted difcharge of duty. But applaufe ought
never to be made explicitly, much lcfs primarily,
the obje& of ‘purfuit. The defire of applaufe not
only vitiates the motive, but ufually defeats its own
end: for praife is invariably withheld whenever the
love of praife appears.to be the predominant princi-
ple 5 and the only juft, and indeed the moft effec-
tual, way to attain a good reputation is to deferve
it

In religion efpecially, the opinion of the world is
the laft confideration which ought to influence the
mind. No man is worthy of the name of chriftian,
much lefs can he attain to any hononrable diftinc-
tion

A
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-tion in his profeflion, if he is not prepared fearlefsly
to {eek after and avow chriftian truth, and to live in
the habitual difcharge of chriftian duty, equally un-
moved by the profane fcorn of fome, and the bitter
and unfounded cenfures of others. ¢ Never to-be
- ¢ athamed of Chrift and of his words,” is a principle
which muft be deeply engraved on the hearts of all
who are ambitious of the charalter of his genuinc
and approved dnfc:ples.

Mr. W. in his next feQtion, p. 246, profeﬂ'cs to
¢ flate and confute the generally prevailing error of
. % fubftituting amiable tempers and ufeful lives in
. % the place of religion ;” and he introduces many
good remarks, blended however with fome inaccu-
ractes arifing from his inattention to the origin and
progrefs of the affeCtions.

He begins with obferving, that the error
¢¢ queftion is that of exaggerating the merk of cer-
¢ tain amiable and ufeful qualities, and of confider~
¢ ing them as of themfelves fufficient to-compenfate
¢ for the want of the fupreme love and fear of
“ God.”” He ftates with great propriety and im-
partiality ¢ the common language upon this head,”
p- 247. He remarks, p. 238,  thata fatal diftinc-
“ tion is thus admitted between morality and reli-
% gion,” which he juftly calls “a great and defpe-
¢ rate error.”  He argues, p. 249, ““that the moral
« worth of thefe benevolent tempers and ufeful lives
is apt to be greatly over-rated.” He obferves,
' Fo that
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that ¢ there are many falfe pretenders to thefe ami-
s¢ able qualities;” and maintains, p. 250, that ¢ when
¢ the benevolent qualities are genuine, they often

¢ deferve the name rather of amiable inftinQs than

% moral virtues;” and again, p. 251, that ¢ when
¢ they are not grounded and rooted in religion,
¢ their duration is fhort and precarious,” and ¢ that

-¢¢ they often terminate in cruelty and mifanthropy,”

p- 254. He gives little credit, p. 255, * for intrin-

-¢¢ fic worth to ufeful lives, independent of religious

¢ principles.” Hec obferves, p. 256, that thefe qua-
lities, however excellent, “ could in no degree be
¢ admitted as a compenfation for the want of the

-« fupreme fear and love of God;” nor, p. 258,

“ can it by any means be allowed, that in perform-
*¢ ing their duties towards their fellow- creatures they

- perform thofe to God virtually and fubftantially,

¢ if not in name.” That thefe qualities, p.-261,
¢ fo far from being perfedt in their nature, are ra-

- ¢ dically defetive and corrupt; that no ‘praltice

-

¢ will be admitted as chriftian, but that which flows
¢ from chriftian principles;” and that .the tree
chriftian, p. 263, is “really the moft amiable and
¢ ufeful chara&er.” He adminifters, p. 2635, very
fuitable admonitions te chriftians upon thefe heads,
both to the * naturally fweet-temp:red and adtive,”
p. 266, and *to the naturally rough and auftere,”
p- 267, and fuggefts excellent advice to the latter,
p- 270, “for acquiring & gentle and benevclent

¢ [pirit.”
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« fpirit.” Mr. W. farther remarks, p. 272, * that
¢ perfons of amiable tempers and ufeful lives have
“ indeed their reward, being always beloved in pri-
¢ vate, and generally refpeQed in public, life. But
¢ when devoid of religion, if the word of God be
"« not a fable, they cannot enter into the kingdom of
¢ heaven.” He afterwards proceeds, p. 274, to
warn chriftians “ of the danger to which they are
s expofed of infenfibly lofing, in the bufinefs and
“buftle of the world, the right principles with
“ which they fet out, and their relith for the em-

- ¢ ployments and offices of religion ;” and he con=

cludes his fection with «offering advice,” in the
main juft and ufeful, to fuch “as fufpect this to be
“« their cafe;” adding fome prfoper animadverfion
upon the principles of Roufleau and Sterne, p. 282.

Not being an advocate for the doétrine of in-
ftin&tive principles, I can by no means coincide in
the declaration, p. 250.  that where the benevolent
¢ qualities are genuine, they often deferve the name
¢ rather of amiable inftinls than moral virtues.”
Leaft of ail can I admit, that « the qualities under
¢ confideration are radically defeQive and corrupt,
% that they are a body without a foul,” This affer-

tion originates in the erroneous opinion, that human

nature is “ radically tainted with fin,” and is as un-

v

founded as the do&trine upon which it refts. Bene-

volence is generated, like every other affeQion, by

the circumftances in which men are placed, and
the
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‘the impreflions to which they are expofed. No
man is benevolent by inftin&, any more than he is
by inflin& a mufician, a philofopher, or a fcholar.
Alfo, benevolence, in whatever way acquired, is
. a moral excellence. Itis not effential to moral rec-
“titude that there fhould be a2 mental confli&, or
previous difcipline ; otherwife, it could not be an
attribute of Deity. The virtue of an affetion con-
fifts wholly in its beneficial tendency, and benevo-
lence is as much a moral excellence in the Supreme
-Being, in whom it exifts by neceffity *, 2s it is in
‘man, in whom it is the effe@ of mental difcipline.
‘Hence it follows, that, if it were even inftin&tive, it
would not on that account be lefs virtuous : and if
benevolence could exift as pure, fixed, and effica-
cious, without religion as with it, its moral value
-would be the fame. But.the truth is, that in the
prefent ftate of things, benevolence meets with fo -
many powerful checks, that the principles of reli-
gion are its only effeCtual fupport; and nothing but
‘a ftrong fenfe of duty to God will induce men to
“perfevere in doing good to their fellow creatures, in
oppofition to ingratitude, calumny, ddappointment,
aid other confiderations, which difcourage and
over-rule that benevolence which is not founded -
upon piety, and often, as is juftly obferved, p. 254,

® If angcls are what they are generally fuppofed to be, their
virtues muft be inftinétive; but are they not. therefore maral
qualities ?
: ¢ convert
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¢ convert a generous and beneficent youth, as he
¢ advances in life, into a hard and cruel tyrant, or
& into a cold, four, and filent mifanthrope.”

1t is, however; perfely true, p. 257, « that be-
¢ nevolence and ufefulnefs can in no degree be ad-
¢ mitted as a compenfation for the want of the
¢ fupreme love and fear of God, and that religion
" -5 fuffers not any fuch compofition of duties.” It s
effential to the perfe@ happinefs of man, that he
fhould entertain right fentiments of his Makes,
and right affetions towards him; without which,
he will feldom feel motives fufficiently powerful to
produce the uniform pratice of the focial and per-
fonal virtues. But whatever virtpes may adorn the
mind, fo long as the love of God is abfent, the cha-
raCter is deficient in its moft eflential excellence, and
happine(s muft be proportionably incomplete.

‘What punifbment may await thofe, if any fuch
there be, who, being perfet in the duties of bene-
‘volence and felf-government, are deftitute of right
affetions to the Supreme’ Being, it is difficult to
afcertain. Mr: W. himfelf expreffes his fentiments
upon this fubje& with more than ufual caution,
‘p. 272, “if the word of God be not a fable, they .
¢ cannot enter into the kingdom of heaven.” One
thing is certain. Before fuch perfons can be finally
happy, they muft undergo that difcipline, whatever
it be, which may be neceffary to genesate fupreme

love,
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leve to God, and entire devotednefs to his will.
At any rate, it is the wifdom of all to ufe their ut-
moft endeivours to combine godlinefs with brotherly
kindnefs and charity, that they may not be wanting
ih any of thofe qualifications which the gofpel re.

quires as effential ‘to an, intereft in its bleflings.
In p. 267, we find fome: excellent direQions for
thofe who ‘“are confcious that they are naturally
¢ rough and auftere.” Amongft other things, they
are advifed  to force themfelves to-abound in offices
% of courtefy and kisdnefs.” This is the true way
of producing the habit of benevolence; and they
who a&t thus from a fenfe of duty to God are alting
- wife and virtuous part, and with_ fteady perfever-
ance they thall eventually fucceed. Mr. W. furely
muft have forgotten himfelf, when, P 263, he re~
prefents certain altions which flow, as he exprefles
ity “ from a cold fenfe of duty,” as “‘robbed of their
% vital fpirit, and thereby fo debafed and degraded
¢ in our eftimation, as to become not barely lifelefs
¢ and uninterefting, but even diftafteful and loath-
-« fome.” Before moral affeCtions arc generated in
the mind, the fenfe of duty is the only efficacious
ftimulus to thofe a&tions which will in the end pro-
duce the moral habit. It muft be allowed, that
.adtions fo circumftanced indicatc imperfeQtion in
-the agent, and are not {o intrinfically excellent as
-when they proceed from a fixed principle of difin-
terclied
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terefted virtue. But furely it is going much too far
to affirm that aétions *flowing from a fenfe of duty
“¢ are degraded, diftafteful, and loathfome.”

The language is certainly incorre@, and the aue
thor cannot mean what his words feem to exprefs.

I am, Madam, &c.

" LETTER XIV.

Obfervations upon what Mr. W. calls other grand de-
Jeits in the prallical fyflem of nominal chriftians.

Mapam,

IN his fucceeding feQion, p. 285, Mr. Wilberforce
animadverts upon * fome other grand defeéts in the
“ pratical fyftem of the bulk of nominal chriftians.”
Thofe which he here fpecifies are ¢ the inadequate
¢ ideas which they entertain of the guilt and evil of
¢ fin,” ¢ their inadequate fear of God,” their
“ inadequate fenfe of the difficulty of getting to -
¢¢ heaven,” ¢ their allowed defetivenefs in the love
“ of God,” and likewife ¢ in what regards the love
« of their fellow creatures.”

This- feQion contains many excellent obfervae
tions, that merit the ferious attention of all fincere
profeflors of religion. The ftandard of chriftian
morals is indeed fet fo high that few can hope to

reach
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reach it; but I do not know that it ought on that
account to be difapproved. When we confider-what
teafon, and revelation both, require as effential to
perfe&ion, and confequently to happinefs, and com-
pare the ftandard with the aftually exifting humaa
chara&ter, it may juftly excite alarming apprehen-
fions in the minds' even of-the moft virtuous men.
The moft enlarged charity can hardly expe& the
immediate falvation of the great mafs of mankind,
and men whofe charalers approach the neareft to
perfeftion, can feldom attain more than a cheerful
preponderant hope, not unalloyed with fome anxious
fear: and perhaps this may be the beft and moft
ufeful ftate of mind, to frail and erring creatures, in
a courfe of probation. In this ftate of things, no-
thing affords greater relief than the hope which phi- - )
lofophy, enlightened by revelation, affords, of an
ultimate purification and renovation of all things.
~The do&rme of the future annihilation of the great
majonty of mankind, and much more of their eternal
torment, is fuch as muft overcaft a benevolent and

feelitig mind with deep and habitual gloom.
* To prove that “the bulk of nominal chrif-
s txans have a moft inadequate idea of the guilt
¢ and evil of fin,” it is alleged, p. 286, that ¢ the
¢¢ guilt of altions is eftimated not by the proportion
“in which according to feripture they are offenfive
“ to God ; but by that in which they are injurious
“to foclcty ” Men ina focial ftate naturally anim-
advert

*
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Aadvert with the greateft feverity upon thofe vices
which are moft-immediately injurious to them, and
which tend to the diffolution of fociety -itfelf.
.Hence they acquire a habit, I will not fay, of over-
rating the {ocial virtues, but rather of under-rating
.the reft. It is indeed too obvious, that piety and
.felf-government, in other words the divine and per-
.fonal virtues, are of little value in the eftimation of
.many who call themfelves chriftians.
It is properly remarked, p. 290, that ¢ the flight
% notions which many entertain of the evil of fin,
% difcover an utter want of all fuitable reverence for
¢ the Divine Majefty.” The fear of Gad is indeed
¢« juftly termed in-fcripture the beginning of wif-
~%-dom.” It is produced by the ferious contempla-
tion of the infinitude of the divine power, wifdony,
and greatnefs; by the confideration of the evils
which are permitted under the divine government;
by the experience of fufferings; by the denuncid= .
tions of fcripture ; and the confcioufnefs of guilt. =
This principle alone¢ would overwhelm the mind,
and produce continual dejeion, if it ‘were not
blended and tempered with checrful confidence in
.the infinite goodnefs of God, which foftens it'down
to that reverential awe of the divine majefty, which
is the greateft reftraint upon all vicious pratices
and affe&ions.
Mr. W. p. 290, reprefenting the fear of God as.a
principle in which * nominal chriftians arc greatly
7 ¢ Jeficient
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¢ deficient,” as-a proof of it mentions * their fight
‘ notions of the guilt and-evil of fin ;” and hence he
.takes occafion to fpeak of the juftice of the punifh-
-ment denounced againft fin as “rebellion againft
¢ the foveréignty of God,” and obferves, that
¢ worlds upon worlds furround us, all probably fuil
% of intelligent creatures, to whom, now or here-
$¢ after, we may be a fpetacle, and afford an exam-
“ ple of the divine procedure.” But this isa confi-
«deration wholly imaginary, and therefore unworthy
of notice in a difcuffion of fuch high importance.
It is enough that' God has ‘declared, amd that the
weafon of the thing demonftrates, that ‘the wicked
. fhall Tuffer adequite punifhment. '
. As little occafion is there for the fucceeding ar
gument, from which we are told, p. 292, * that the
¢ awful denunciations of ‘the future putiifment of
« fin derive additional weight,” vix. that they * are
$¢ yeprefented as refulting. from certain connexions
¢.and relations, which render them fuitable and
% becoming.” Thisis explained by remarking that
¢ the righteous belong to the kingdom of God,and
8¢ the wicked to the kingdom of Satarn; they are his
8¢ children, his fervants ; they do his works, and at
% length fhall partake his portion, when the merci-
% ful Saviour fhall be changed into an avenging
¢ Judge, and fhall pronounce that dreadful fentence,
¢ Depart from me, ye curfed, into everlafting fire
4 prepaved for the Devil and his angels.”
t . The
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"The Devil, or Satan, not being a real but an alles.
gorical: or mythological perfon,. the punifhment of
the wicked cannot, in ftri€t propriety,. be owing to.
the relation in which they ftand to him ;. but they
fuffer jultly in confequence of thofe vices, by which-
they are figuratively clafled amongft the fubjects of-
that allegorical being, who is reprefented as fharing-
with the Deity in the government of the world, and-
whofe empire comprehends-the unbelicving and the
vicious portion of the human race.

Mr. W, in difcourfing, p. 274, upén « the inade-
¢ quate cenception of the difficulty of becoming
¢ true chriftians,™ remarks, that ¢ the general no--
¢ tion appears to- be, that we are born chriftians:
¢ We do not therefore look out for pofitive evi-
¢ dence of our really baing of that number; but,
‘¢ putting the onus probandi on the wrong: fide, we
$¢ conceive ourfelves. {uch of cournyd, except our title
“be difproved by poﬁtahe cvidence to the cone-
T« trary” »

That we are born clmfti'anu, is a pofition- as erro-
neous. as that we are born. finners. But it may be
truly affirmed of perfons who have been. educated
in chriftian. principles and virtuous habits, that -
« they are: chriftians of courfe till their title be dif- -
«.proved by pofitive evidence to the contrary;” that *
isy till they have contrafled habits of vice, from °
which many have-all their lifetime been preferved,
who have had the happinefs of being placed in cir

cumftances
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cumflances favourable to moral improvement, and
in which they have not been expofed to temptations
beyond their ftrength. - '

- It is obferved, p. 298, that “ in the language of .

¢ fcripture chriftianity is not a geographical but a .
% moral term. It is the pofleflion of a peculiar na--

< ture, with the qualitics and properties which be-
¢ long to it. It is a ftate into which we_are not

¢ Jorn, but into which we muft be tranflated ; a na--

< ture which we do net inberit, but into which we
¢¢ are to be created anew.”

The Creator is here reprefented, as ufual, as hay--

ing placed his human offspring in circumftances the
moft deplorable, from which they cannot efcape but
by a new creation, and the attainment of a new na-

tyre. For this, it is added, “ we muft be indebted:

“to the undeferved grace of God, which is pro-
¢ mifed to our ufe of the appointed means.” But
of what avail is this promife, fince we are naturally
unable to make ufe of the means prefcribed ? And

where is the grace, or even the juftice, of firft pla-.

cing men in a ftate in which they are utterly incae

pable of every virtuous. exertion, and then requiring .
fuch exertions, and promifing affiftance to them? It :

is amazing that a perfon of Mr. W.’s underftanding
can be fatisfied with fuch grofs mifreprefentations of

the Divine chara&er, which cannot byt excite the -
grief and indignation of every well-informed and -

well-difpofed mind.

Nor
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~ Nor can it by any means be admitted that * chrif-’
¢ tianity is the pofleflion of a peculiar nature, with "
« the qualities and properties which belong to it.”

True chriftianity is no fuch thing. It is a fyftem of
habits and affections, generated by a correfpondent

mental difcipline. And thofe’ myftical reprefenta<

tions of religion, which lead men to expe& a fuper-

natural change of the principles and affe&tions, as

they are inconfiftent with true philofophy, and un-'
founded in genuine chriftianity, fo they are alfo un-’
favourable to good morals, as they encourage enthu- "
fiafm, and lead men to judge of their flate from "
certain inexplicable feelings, and rapturous emo-’
tions, rather than from habit and charater, which

tends to puff up with vanity men of little know-

ledge and warm parﬂions; while it difcouragcs the

truly virtuous, humble, and fincere.

We are told, p. 303, ¢ that the bulk of nominal
<« chriftians are defetive in the love of God.” Rea-
fon and philofophy do indeed teach us to think of
God with complacency and gratitude. And why ?
Becaufe he is the moft amiable of all beings, conti-"
nually doing us good, and intending our ultimate -
happinefs, and that of all rational creatures. The
fcriptures alfo require us to love Ged with all our

- underftandings, and with all our hearts, for * God
«is Love.” Mr. W. juftly reprefents love to God, :
as “ a great conftituent in a true chriftian charac- -
s¢ ter,” and exprefies ftrong difapprobation of the :
“ dull
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- ¢¢ dull artificial heartlefs gratitude” of nominal
_ chriftians, But what is the God of Mr. W.’s fyf-

tem ? A Being who firft forms his creatures with a
nature radically depraved, and then condemiis the
majority of them to eternal mifery, for being what
he himfelf made them. . Can it be furprifing thae
fuch a God as this is not the obje& of love ?

It is juftly obferved, p. 306, that «the generous
¢¢ principle of love fcorns the refuge of cafuiftry,
¢ and that the leaft hint, the flighteft furmife, is.
¢ fufficient to make it ftart from what is offenfive,
¢ and fly with eagernefs to what is gratifying, to the
 obje& of affeCtion.” But it is likewife true, that
a rational love to God greatly tends to clear the
mind from vain and fuperftitious fcruples. ¢ Per-
¢ fect love cafteth out fear.”

An obje&ion is here introduced by our author
againft the “lawfulnefs of theatrical amufements,”?
from thejr inconfiftency with the love of God; and
another, p 317, from their repugnance to general
benevolence ; * the fituation of the performers, par-
¢.ticularly of thofe of the female fex, being remark-
«.ably unfavourable to the maintenance and growth
¢t.of the religious:and moral principle, and of courfe
¢highly dangerous to their eternal interefts.”.

I am far from thinking that the ftage, in its pre.
fent flate, is a perfe@ “{chool of morals,” and am
ne advocate for a frequent, promifcuous attendance
upon theatrical amufements. But the abufe of any

S thing
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thing is no objetion againft the prudent and mio-
derate ufe of it. Theatrical amufements are not in
themfelves unlawful, nor are all dramatic compo-
‘fitions of an immoral tendency. No amufement is
more innocent, or more rational, than that of a
‘well-regulated theatre. Nor have fuch entertain-
ments been univerfally objected to, or declined, by -
perfons of the greateft refpectability of chara&er,
who would be as far from encouraging any thing
really injurious, er immoral, as thofe who make the
- greateft profeffions of piety.

Chriftianity regulates principles and habits, and
leaves particular praltices to the difcretion of the
individual. “ To him who efteemeth any thing to
¢ be unclean, to him it is unclean*.” For thofe
.who think theatrical amufements to be univerfally
unlawful, it is‘beft to abftain from them altogether.
But let them not be unreafonably fevere in their
‘cenfures of others who have no fcruples of this na-
ture, and whofe charafers are in no moral view
unworthy of their chriftian profeflion.

The objeQtion which is urged from the moral
effe& of their fituation upon the performers them-
felves, is indeed very plaufible. But the argument
proves too much. If nothing is to be done which
is cither direly or- indiretly a means of tempting
others to vice, few aQtions would be innocent. Itis

" ®Rom. xiv. 14. )
G & prin<
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a principle which, in its utmoft extent, would prove
. the unlawfulnefs of manufa&ures and commerce,
which, in many cafes that it would be eafy to fpe-
cify, are by no means favourable to the morals of
the parties concerned in carrying them or. Upon
the whole, therefore, the fpecial circumftances of
each cafe muft determine the propriety of the ac-
tions but there is no good reafon for condemning
theatrical amufements, as univerfally inconfiftent
\_ with the chriftian charaler.

I cannot conclude this letter without exprefling
my entire approbation of thofe ‘ true marks of
¢ benevolence” which Mr. W. has introduced

_ p-312, &c. He here fpeaks the langixagc of the
. moft exalted chriftian philanthropy, and eloquently
deforibes that fublime generofity to which it is
agreed by all chriftians, how widely foever they
may differ in doSrinal points, that the chriftian
“religion is intended, and by its interefting difco-
veries calculated, to form the minds of its pro-
feflors. It is pleafing to obferve, that fincere chrif-
tians of all denominations agree in the ‘moral pur-
pofe and tendency of their holy religion : and this
.confideration fhould foften that afperity and ran-
cour, with whichy through the infirmity of human -
mature, they are too much difpofed to regard and
to treat each other, for: differences of opinion
concerning the moft efficacious means of attain-
. 1ng
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ing the end to which they unanimoufly profefs to
afpire.
I am,

Madam, &c.

LETTER X¥.

The little practical value of what are called  the
§¢ peculiar dofirines of chriffianity.” .

Mapawn,

IN the five preceding feQions T have had the plea-

fure of accompanying Mr. Wilberforce through the

greater part of his route, with here and there an

-occafional deviation. I am forry that in the feGion .
which is the fubje& of this epiftle, and in which he

treats of what he calls. ¢ the grand radical defe& of

¢ nominal chriftians,” namely, their negle& of,

what he pronounces to be, ¢ the pec.uliat doftrines

¢ of chriftianity,” T am obliged to abanden him

altogether. But truth calls, and her authority is

paramount. .

Remembering the time when I was myfelf a-

- fincere believer in the ftrange and unfcriptural doc-
trines, fo eloquently recommended in this fection, I

ought to feel candour and {ympathy for thofe who

are ftill under the fame delufion, and who now

think and feel as I then thought and felt. But I

G2 _ ‘acknow-
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acknowledge, that, according to my prefent views,
it appears wonderful that prejudice fhould fo.far
miflead the underftanding, as to induce a man of
fenfe and integrity to fet down as effential do@rines
of chriftianity, tenets plainly repugnant both to' its
letter and fpirit, and to adopt a ftrain of language
and fentiments yhich more thau borders upon .im-
piety and idolatry, and which I cannot witnefs with- -
out a fenfation of herror.
I muft alfo obferve, that as the God of this fyf-
tem is a Being of fuch ftern feverity, and indeed
malignity, it is natural for thofe who receive it,
willingly to imagine the exiftence of a fecond per-
fon, who, being invefted with all the amiable attri-
butes of Deity, and having alf6 voluntarily fubmitted
in an incarnate form to bear the wrath of God for
the benefit of believers, becomes really the obje& of
'religious complacency, gratitude, and confidence,
and occupies that place in the mind which properly
* belongs to the one living and true God. And thefe
affeCtions to an unreal phantom, being by medita-
gon and exersife wrought up to a high tone, pro-
duce many of thofe beneficial moral effe@s which
would refult from right views of, and affe&ions to,
the Supreme Being himfelf. Neverthelefs, thefe
moral fentiments being founded on fancy, are as
various and capricious as fancy herfelf, and fall far
below that dignified and manly piety which is the
natural refult of proper attention to ju{t and rational
: principles,
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principles, and which is a permanent and altive
flimulus to univerfal virtue. In no human charac-
ter did_ rationat devotion ever appear in a more con-
fpicuous light, than in that of the holy and humble,
Jefus, who would doubtlefs have rejefted with.ab-
horrence thofe divine honours which his miftaken
followers in later ages have afcribed to him, had
they been addreffed to hin# previous to his departure
from this world.

In this fection, Mr. W. firl complains of the
forgetfulnefs of, what he calle, the ¢ peculiar doc=
¢ trines of chriftianity:” to this, he tells us, it is
% owing that fome men fatisfy themfelves with
¢ pattial reform,” p. 320. and ¢ others are tempted
£¢ to defpair,” p. 322 He then defcribes the «ad-
¢vice of modern religionifts to fuch as are defiron$
& of repenting,” p. 324. and immediately after-
wards, p. 325, “the advice which” he fays that “ the
¢ holy fcriptures and the church of England give to
% the fame perfons:” He then ftates “ the diitinc-
¢ tion, between the true chriftian and all other reli-
¢ gionifts, concerning the nature of holinefs and
¢ the way in which it is to be obtained,” p. 320.
He reprefents “ attention to thefe dotrines a8 the
& proper means of growing in grace,” p. 328 and
recommends & looking to Jefus, as that which beft
“ teaches the importance of chriflianity,” p. 331.
‘¢ which enforces the duty of devotedne(s to God,”
p-332. ¢ together with the guilt’of. fin, and dread

G 3 “ of
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« of punifhment,” ib. ¢ which beft promotes love
“to God,” p. 334.—“to Chrift,” p. 335.—* and
“to our fellow-creatures,” p. 336.— whigh pro-
- ¢ duces humility,” p. 337.—* moderation in earth-
“ ly purfuits, and cheerfulnefs in fuffering,” p. 339.
—*¢ courage and confidence in dangers, and hea-
* venly-mindednefs,” p. 3423 and he concludes the
feQtion with obferving, p: 346, ¢ that the place held
* by the (fuppofed) peculiar doétrines of chrifti-
& anity conftitutes the grand diftin&ion between
¢ nominal and real chrittians.

“F'he grand radical defect in the pratical fyftem
% of nominal chriftians” is faid, p. 320, to be ¢ the
¢ forgetfulnefs of all the peculiar do@trines of the
 religion they profefs, viz. the corruption of human
% nature, the atonement of the Saviour, and the
¢ fan&ifying influence of the holy fpirit ;” none of
which do&trines are true in fadl, nor derive the leaft
countenance from the chriftian fcriptures. Happy
had it been if they had never been invented, and
shrice happy when they fhall be totally forgotten.”

¢ That men who in ficknefs form good refolu-
“ tions do, when they recover, fometimes relapfe
¢ into their old habits of fin,”” and fometimes ‘“take
¢ up with a partial and fcanty amendment,” is im-
puted, p. 321, “to a prevailing ignorance of the
¢¢ real nature of chriftianity, and forgetfulnefs of its
¢ grand peculiarities ;”” meaning thereby the un-
{criptural notions ftated above. This fophifm is
: : called
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catled by logicians the «aflignation of a falfe caufe.”
The faét is but too true, that many who make good
refolutions upox a fick bed forget them with return-
ing health. And this is owing, in part, to the re-
turn of the ufual ftate of the brain, and with it the
ufual ftate of mind previous to ficknefs ; fo that the
will to reform is wanting, and the virtuous. difpofi-
tion produced by ficknefs vanithes like a. drcam.
Alfo, where inclination remains, and the judgment
continues to be convinced of the neceffity of re-
formation, refolution often fails. An undue confi-
dence is frequently placed in a fuppofed freedom. of
the will, which encourages a perfon to venture into
circumftances of temptation, and makes him negli~
gent of that mental difcipline, by the perfevering
ule of which alone inveterate habits of vice can be
eradicated, and virtuous affeCtions fubftituted in
their place. )
Mr. W. p. 324, ftates what he calls. ¢¢ the advice
% of modern religionifts to fuch as are defirous of
¢ repenting,” viz. ¢ Be forry for your fins; difcon-
“ tinue the pralice of them ; do your utmott ; dif-
“ charge with fidelity the duties of your ftations;
¢ read fuch books as will inftruét you in the princi=
¢ ples of a chriftian life,” and the like. And truly
the advice of thefe ¢ modern religionifts” appears ta
be very falutary, and no reafonable objection could
bave been made to it, had it not been interlarded
with the unfcriptural fitions of the ¢ merits of
’ G4 ¢ Chrift,”
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¢ Chrift,” and the fupermatural * affiftance of the
# Holy Spirit.”

Should any perfon in thc circumftances fuppofed,
opprefled by the tyranny of evil habits, and fincerely
defirous of radical reformation, or, in other words,
of becoming a real chriftian, apply for advice to a
judicious and well-informed inftruor, fuch an ad-
vifer would perhaps fay to the folicitous inquirer: It
is needlefs to pay regard to thofe unfcriptural doc-
trines which many fo highly extol ; fuch as original

Jfiny incarnation, atonement, plenary fatisfallion, merits
of Chriff, and the Like; they may perplex your un-
derftanding, and divert your attention from ufeful
truth, but they can do nogood. The age of mira-
cles is paft. Expe&t no fupernatural impreflions
upon your mind, and do not fancy that moral and
" religious principles and habits are to’be acquired in
a different way from other habits of mind. Do not
#rain fcripture metaphors to fenfes which their au-
thors never intended; and imagine not that any
myftery is contained in thofe ftrong expreffions, by
which the apoftles meant nothing more than to de-
fcribe the great change which paffed upon an idola-
trous heathen, or a pharifaic jew, when hé became a
fincere chriftian. Difcard myfticifm, and do not
fuppofe that religion is a ftate of mind which keeps
the paffions in conftant agitation and effervefcence.
The pratice of virtue depends infinitely more upon
fettled principles than upon warm and rranfient
feelings.



A Review of Mr. Wilberforce's Treatife. 129

feelipgs. Confult the fcriptures. “ Do juftice, love
** mercy, walk humbly with God; ceafe to do evil;
¢ learn to do well; though your fins are as {carlet,
% they fhall be whiter than fnow; though red like
¢ crimfon, they fhall be as wool: Fear God, and
¢ keep his commandments: Repent, ‘and be con-
« verted, that your fins may be blotted out: Love
¢ God with all your underftanding, and with all
“ your heart, and your neighbour as yourfelf."\‘
What can be more intelligible, or more rational,
than fuch directions as thefe ? )
To excite you to an habitual, pra&ical regard to
them, fix in your mind juft and honourable fenti-
ments of God, as the greateft, wifeft and beft of
Beings, who cannot a&t unjuftly by any of his crea~
tures; whofe fixed purpofe it is to make them
happy; and who permits the exiftence of no evil,
natural or moral, but what is neceffary to accom- .
plith this end. Remember, that the very definitiont
of virtue is, a courfe of condu@ leading to the
* greateft ultimate happinefs ;—of vice, that which
leads to mifery. You are deficient in virtuous ha-
bits, you wifh to form them; you have contralted
vicious affections, you wifh to exterminafe them.
Men are the creatures of circumftances : and -
habits grow, or fade, by the influence of corsefpond-
ing impreffions, with the {fame rcgulzruy, and cer-
* tainty, wnh which the fruits of the earth are pro-
Gs  ducedy
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duced, and matured, by the genial influence of the
" fun and of the fru@ifying fhowers, or blighted by
the lightning and the mildew. You know the ciscum~-
ftances in which your vicious habits were originally
contra&ted, and by which they have been confirmed..
Avoid thefe circumftances, and give the mind a con-
. trary bias. You know what impreflions will pro-
duce juftice, benevolence, piety, devotion, and all
other moral virtues. Expofe your mind repeatedly,
and perfeveringly, to the influence of thefe impref-
fions, and the affe@ions themfelves will gradually
rife, and infenfibly improye, till they grow to their
proper perfeftion,, and your virtue becomes fixed
and difinterefted. All that is required is judgment,
refolution, time, and perfeverance; and in every
ftage of your progrefs you will thankfully afcribe all
: jvour improvements, your hopes, and your confola-
tions, to God, to whofe appointment, and continued
agency, all caufes owe their efficacy. »
. By fuch advice as this, a judicious inftruttor
would neither expect nor defire to produce one. of
~ thofe ecftatic chriftians, who are fometimes mounted
“ on the top of Pifgah,” exulting in the profpe& of
the promifed land, and at other times fighing and
weeping in the ¢ vale of humiliatien,” and tor-
raenting themfelyes with doubts and imaginary ter-
rors 3 fometimes full of rapturous affe&tion to their
“ Beloved;” and-their fouls carried out “like the
: ! ¢¢ chariots.
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« chariots of Amminadib*,” and at other times

-mourning under ¢ the hidings of his face,” and cry-
ing out, ¢ Why ftay his chariot wheels?” In othen
words, who are amufing, or alarming, themfelves -
with vain phantoms. of the imagination, inftead of
engaging with alacrity in the duties of life. But, by
properly atteriding to the advice propofed, they
would become virtuous, amiable, and ufeful charac~
ters; refpeted by the wife and good; enjoying peace
in their own minds ; repofing a.cheerful confidence
in God; and looking forward with hope to a bleffed
immortality: their lives would be honourable and
exemplary ; their death tranquil; and their reward
glorious.

In contradiion to- all this, Mr, W.’s advice to
fuch -perfons, p. 325, concurring, as he fays, with
the church of England, is, ¢ to lay afrefh the whole.
¢ foundation' of their religion, to proftrate them-
¢ felves before the crofs of Chrift with humble pe.
¢ nitence- and. deep- felf-abhorrence, folemnly re-
¢ folving to forfake all- their fins, but relying on
“the-grace of. God alone for power to keep their’

- ¢ refolution. Thus, and thus only, Se affures them
¢¢ that all their crimes will be blotted out, and that
¢ they will receive from above a new living princi-
“ y)c of holinefs »? Then follow. a feries of texts

* No chariots-of Amminadib
Thc hnavenly Taptures can defcribe, Wn'm

G.6 - which
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which he télls us that ¢ Ske produces from the word
% of God as the ground and warrant of her coun-
¢¢ fel.” Buit if Sk produces no better evidence of
her other dotrines than of thefe, it is much to be
feared that She will be-found very deficierit when
weighed in the balances of reafon and truth. Not ,
a word do any of thefe texts contain, of ¢ proftra-
« tion at the foot of the crofs,” not a word of “ de-
% pendence upon the iirfluences of the fpirit,” not a
-word of ¢ receiving a mew living principle of holi-
% nefs.” .

The firft is, A&s xvi. 31. “ Believe.in the Lord
¢ Jefus Chrift, and thou fhalt be faved : where the
apoftle exhorts the tetrified jailor to receive the

- chriftian religion, as the only means of faving him
from the bondage of idolatry and vice, and all its
miferable confequences. In the fucceeding texts,
quoted from John xv. our Lord, under the emblem
of “a vine and its branches,” reprefents.a ftedfaft
adherence to chriftian principles as effential to the
perfe&tion of chriftian Is. - :

“The laft paffage is faken from the epiftle to the
Ephefians, or rather the Laodiceans®, ch. ii. 8. And
the trqc' meaning is, what no one who is critically
acquainted with St. Paul’s langunage can miftake,

® Sce Dr- Paley's Horz Paulinz, an admirable work, which
exhibits a moft fatisfaltory defence of the genuinenefs of St.
Paul’s cpiftles, in a maerly arrangement of prefumptive and
circumftantial evidence.
. that
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that God had gracioufly imparted the gofpel to
them, without any antecedent merits of their own;
that having been converted from heathen idolatry
to the knowledge and worthip of the true God, they
were in @ manner introduced into a new world j
and that the defign of this extraordinary change was
to make them virtuous and happy. By grace are
¢ ye faved,” from idolatry and vice ; * through
< faith,” that is, by embracing the chriftian religion®
¢ and that not of yourfelves, it is the gift of God.”
You did not originally feek for the bleflings of the
gofpel; but God communicated them to you un-
afked, and when you werc unconcerned about them,
and undeferving of them. s

“Not of works, left any man fhould boaft.”
There was not a heathen in the world who could
claim the privileges of the gofpel as ‘the merited
reward of his virtues. . ¢ For we are his workman-
¢ fhip:” God, having freely given thefe privileges, 1s
to be regarded as the proper.caufe of the happy
cffeQts produced by them. He is the author of this
flupendous change, which may be confidered s an
introduion into a new ftate of being: “ We are
« created in Chrift Jefus to good works.”” The
effet. of heathen prihciﬂcs’ was vice and profligacy;
but the tendency of the chriftian do&rine'is to uni-
verfal virtue.

Mr. W. p. 327, inaccurately reprefents * the
s grand chﬁm&lon between the true chriftian and

6 ¢ gther
1]
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¢ other religionifts to fubfift concerning the nature
¢ of holinefs, and the way in which it is to be ob-
“ tained. The nature of holinefs,’ he tells us, «is
¢ no other than the refloration of the image of
““ God.” And I believe that all religiomfts (as he is
pleafed to denominate thofe who differ from him,
in contradiftin&ion to true chriffians, that is, to the
abéttors of his own opinions). will agree, that virtue
confifts in conformity to the moral attributes of
God. But there is an effential difference of opinion’
between them, with refpe& to the manner of ac-
quiring it Mr. W.’s true chriftian, ¢ difclaiming
¢ with indignation every idea. of attaining it by his”
“ own ftrength, all his hopes of poffefling it reft al-
« together in the divine affurances of the operation
 of the holy fpirit;” while my * religioniff,” ex-
peting moral habits to.be acquired precifely in the
fame way in which other habits are attained, makes
ufe of fimilar means: and when the end:is accom~-
plithed, he will afcribe it to the Supreme Being, in
the fame fenfe in which all other. good things are to
be referred to him, who is the Caufe of all caufes,
and whofe energy gives efficacy to. every interme-
diate agency. : '

Mr. W.’s true chriftian farther ““ knows,” p. 328,
what I hope that my “religionift.” will ever.remain
ignorant of, viz. that ¢ this holinefs is not to precede
¢ reconciliation to- God,.and be-its- caufe, but to
& follow ity and be its effec? ;” that is,. in other

o . ) ' .words,
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words, that 2 vicious man may be in a ftate of re-
conciliation with God : than which nothing can be
more repugnaat to trath, and to the whole tenor of
chriftianity. - Mr. W. has indeed a faving claufe,
namely, that ¢ by faith in Chrift only he is justified
“in the fight of God;” infosming us in a note,
¢ that faith when genuine includes repentance™
Now, according to this ftate of the queflion, cither
a man may “ repent ” without being * holy,” or he
may be «juftified in the fight of God” without
“being in a fate of -reconciliation with him”
Mr. W.s “true chriftian” may, perhaps, be able
to folve this difficulty, which, I fear, would puzzle
the more obtufe intcHet of my fimple ¢ religionift.”
And this is the more unfortunate, as we are aflured,
p- 329, that < thefe gigantic truths retained in view
¢ would put to {hame thg littlenefs of-their dwarfith

" «morality.”

Mr. W. further obferves, p. 328, that the chrif-
ian finds, in the confideration * of the peculiar
* doCtrines of the gofpel, and in the contemplation
« of the lifct chara&er, and fuffetings of our bleffed
¢ Saviour, the elements of all pral¥ical' wi{dom.”
To this obfervation I give my cordial aflent, pro-
vided that no do&rines are admitted as the peculiaz
do&rines of the gofpel, but what the gofpel cone
tains.

The remainder of this feftion, from p. 331, is
taken up in thewing that leoking uato Jefus; bywhich -



\

136 A4 Review of Mr. leberjbra.r Trealife.

the pious writer means an habmxal regard to the
do&rine and example of Chrift, is « the beft means
“ of producing and fupporting'the chriftian virtues’’
which he there fpecifics. 1 entirely concur with
him in thinking, that juft views of, and ferious re-
fleions upen, the charaler and do&rine of our
great Mafter have the moft beneficial moral tendency.
. But erroneous views tend to produce erroncous
affie@ions, and an crroneous pradice; of which we

have various inftances in the cale before us. :
. % Looking anto Jefus,” fays Mr. W. p. 332.
« We find difplayed in the moft lively colours the
% guilt of fin, and how hateful it muft be to the
* perfet holinefs of God, when we fee that, rather
¢ than fin' fhould go unpunifhed, God fpared not
¢ his ewn fon, but was pleafed to bruife him .and
¢ put him to grief.” . Where does the fcripture tell
us that Jefus fuffered, that “ fin might not go un-
¢ punithed ?” and where does it require us to look
to the fufferings of Chrift, to imprefs upon our
minds a fenfe of the evil of fin? Hew unworthy
the charalter of the Supreme Being to punith the
innocent for the guilty! And how inconfiftent with
the declarations of the fcriptures, which uniformly
reprefent the wicked as punifhed for their own fins,
and penitents as freely. pardoned by Divine mercy,
withaut rcfercnce to any foreign confideration what-

everl

" The fon of Ged is faid, p. 333, “to have com-
o jmted
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“ fented to take upon him our degraded natures®
language moft .unfcriptural and untrue, and what
Jefus never affirmed of himfelf, nor his apo&les
concerning him.

Mr. W. p. 334, reprefents lookmg to Jefus a¢d
¢ the beft meads of growing in love to God.” ¥
think fo too, but not in his fenfe of the phrafe:
The gofpel is God’s beft gift to man. It brings life
and immortality to light. But that Ged, having
firft placed his creatures in a ftate of helplefs mifery,

- fhould fend an innocent perfon to redeem a few by

fuffering in their ft¢ad, whatever joy it may excite

* in thofe who are, or who fancy themfelves to be;
the fortunate obje&s of this cholce, can never ge-
nerate a rational and cordial love to a Being fo ca-
pricious and cruel. Happily for us, the charaltet
of the true God is the reverfe of this: all amxable, .
just, wife, and good.

Much is advanced, p. 337, to fhew the tendency
of ““looking to Jefus to promote humility.” But td

. be “imprefled with. a fenfe of our natural darknefs}
* and helpleflnefs, and mifery, from which it was
¢ requifite to ranfom us at fuch a price,” is not
chriftian humility, but injuftice t6 our wife and
good Creator, and an unwarrantable deprecxanon
of his works.

I agree, however, with Mr. W, p. 339, that from
the fufferings of Chrift we may jultly learn not to
eftimate carthly profperity too bighly; and to bé&

willing,,
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willing, like our honoured mafter, to make great
facrifices in the caufe of truth, and for the good of
others. ‘

We are told, p. 346, * that the main diftinétion,
¢ between real chriftianity and the fyftem of the
“ bulk of nominal chriftians, chiefly cenfifts in the
¢ different place which is affigned im the two
¢« fchemes to the peculiar do&rines of the gofpel.
¢ Thefe, in the fcheme of nominal chriftians, if
* admitted at all, appear but like the ftars in the
¢¢ firmament to the ordinary eye ; but to the rea/
« chriftian, on the contrary, thefe peculiar doétrines
s¢ conftitute the centre to which he gravitates, the
¢ very fun of his fyftem, the foul of the world, the
¢ origin of all that is excellent and lovely! the

"¢ fource of light, and life, and motion,, and genial
¢ warmth and plaftic energy.”

In terms like thefe would an eloquent catholic
exprefs himfelf concerning the do&rine of tranfub-
ftantiation, the worfhip of the virgin, and the facri.
fice of the mafs, which are to him cffential do&rines
of the gofpel received by *all real chriftians.”
Thus daes zeal often increafe in proportion: as the
doQrines defended recede from the fimplicity of
truth, and the purity of the gofpel. But notwith-
ftanding thefe confident aflertions, we, who-admit
the fcriptures only as. our rule, have no hefitation:
in denouncing what are here called * the peculiar
¢ do@trines of chriftianity,” as grofs corruptions of

. the
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the true religion of Jefus. And though we de not,
after the example of Mr. W. coufine the honour-
able diftinftion of “ real chriftians” to thofe only
who think with us upon thefe fubjels, we regard it,
as an indifpenfable duty, upon every proper occa-
fion, to avow our determined rejeétion of them, and
to enter our public, folemn proteft againft them.

Mr. W. concludes his fetion with a quotation
“containing the following addrefs to Chrift, Aere
¢alled, but no where in the fcriptures, “the eternal
‘Word.”

From Thee is all that foothes the life of man,
His.high endeavour and his glad fuccefs,
His ftrength to fuffer, and his will to ferve,
But, O thou bounteous Giver of all good,
Thou art, of all thy gifts, thyfelf th2 crown,
Language equally unfcriptural and unbecoming
occurs p. 341, where Jefus is addreffed as ¢ calling
 upon us to fuffer; as ordaining difappointment,
¢ poverty, ficknefs, and thame; and as compen-
« fating temporal fufferings by the confolations of
¢ his grace.” ‘
* This may juftly be called fupplanting the true
God in the throne of the univerfe, by the introdue-
tion of an imaginary fubftitute. If Chrift is the
§¢ centre of all minds,” the * giver of all good,” and
the ¢ difpofer of all events,” that great Being,
whom the pious and humble Jefus calls ¢ his Father
: T <and
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¢ and osr Father, his God and our God *,” is a
mere cypher in the creation. Surely, this is pal-
pable idolatry. And that any perfons profeffing
the chrittian religion, with the fcriptures in their
hands, fhonld receive a doltrine, and exemplify a
pradlice, fo directly repugnant to the firft principles
of the chriftian religion, and to its moft explicit pre+
gepts, is 2 fact which could hardly be credited, if
wot verificd by duily experience; and is 2 memora=
ble and much to be lamented inftance of the fafci~
nating power of religious prejudice.

I am, Madam, &c.

e —

LETTER XVL

Excellences of chriftianity. Internal evidence,

Mapaw,

IN the fhort chapter, c. v. which fucceeds that in
which Mr. Wilberforce treats fo much in detait
upon what he regards as “ the prevailing inadequate
¢ conceptioris of pralical chriftianity,” he infilts
upon “ the excellence of chriftianity in certain im4
_% pertant particulars, and upon the argument which

* Jehn xx. 17.
- ¢ refults
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% refults thence in proof of its divine origin.” And
+he here notices ¢¢ the confiftency between the lead-
¢ ing doftrines and pratical precepts of chriftianity,
% p. 350, amongflt each other.” Having purfued
~this fubjet 2 little in detail, he mentions it as * 2
4¢ further excellence of the chriftian religion, that it

» “fets a higher value upon moral than upon intel-
“ le&tual attainment ;”* p. 356. and he concludes
the chapter with nboticing ¢ the firong prefumption
“¢ in favour of the divine authority of the chriftian
¢ religion, arifing from the different fpecies of proofs
“¢ which concur in éftablifhing it.”

In the general fegtiments advanced in this chap- |
ter, I am happy to agree *with the very refpeétable
author; and the concluding obfervations in favour

of the divine original of the chriftian religion,though
* not new, are jult, and placed in a firong and ftrik-
ing light. But, fo far as the obfervations concern-
‘ing the mutual harmony and beneficial influence of '
chriftian do&rines and moral precepts are well
founded, they are by no means peculiar to thofe
apinions which are dignified with the title of "¢ the
 leading do&rines of chriftianity;” but, on the
contrary, the beauty and harmony of the chriftian
fcheme, of do&trine and morals, is much more
clearly apparcnt, when it is exhibited in its original
fimple form, punﬁed from the dregs of human ine
ventions.

In reference to % the pcrfe& harmony of the

¢ Jeading
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* leading do&rines of chriftianity among each other,
¢t is alleged, p. 350, to be felf-evident, that the
¢ corruption of human nature, that our reconci-
% liation to God by the atonement of Chrift, and
¢ that the reftoration of our primitive dignity by the
“ fan&ifying influence of the holy fpirit, are all .
¢ parts of one whole united in clofe dependence
“and mutual congruity.” Now, though it may
be allowed that there is a vifible connexion between
the dotrine of * natural depravity” and the * fanc.
¢ tifying influences of the fpirit,” there is none be-
tween that doétrine and the fuppofed  atonement
« of Chrift.” For,if God made human nature de-
praved and guilty, what fieed could there be of fa-
tisfaCtion from another Being, to reconcile him to
his own work? At any rate, the confiftency of
thefe do&trines is nothing more than the confiftency
of error, one error naturally producing anmother, till
in the end genuine chriftianity is almoft loft. Po-
pery is a confiftent fyftem, but is it therefore true?
Tranfubftantiation, merit, purgatory, auricular con-
feflion, abfolution, indulgences, and prayers for the
dead, ¢ are all parts of one whole, united in clofe
" % dependence and mutual congruity ;” but they are
not, for that reafon, truths of the gofpel; nor have
the ¢ peculiar and leading do&rines” of Mr. W any
better pretenfions.
Concerning the mutual confiftency of the evan-

gelical precepts, it is well obfcrved, P- 352 that
« for

-
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¢ for loving-kindnefs and meeknefs a folid founda-
¢ tion is laid in felf-denial, moderation, and humi-
 lity;” and p. 356, ¢ that chriftianity, teaching us
“ not to prize human eftimation at a very high rate,
¢ provides for the praltice of loving thofe who
¢ juftly or unmjuftly may have wounded our charac-
“ter.” Alfo, p. 356, * that it is another capital
< excellence of chriftianity, that fhe values moral
¢¢ attainments at a much higher rate than intellec-
¢ tual -acquifitions.” We are not, however, to con-
clude, that great eminence in virtue is to be attained
by men who are grofsly ignorant. A man may be
a great fcholar, and a profound philofopher, with-
out being eminently virtuous ; but no man can rife
to diftinguithed moral excellence without a confi-
derable infight into human nature, and comprehen-
five views of the theory of morals and the principles
of religion. No miftake is more frequent, nor
more derogatory from the dignity of morals, than
that of fuppofing that knowledge is not eflential to
virtue. Itis no doubt true, that many weak, igno-
rant people are as pious and good as they know
how to be. DBut no great, exalted, and eminently
ufeful charaer was ever formed without having its
foundation laid in a capacious and highly cultivated
underftanding. A
Itis obferved, p. 359, that « the operations of the
‘ holy fpirit, prompting and aiding our diligent
“ endea~
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¢ endeavours, would infallibly crown our labours
¢ with fuccefs, and make us partakers of 2 dirine
¢ nature.” It is unneceflary here to repeat the ob-
jeQtions, already fo frequently urged, againft the
unphilofophical and unfcriptural‘do&rinc of the
holy fpirit, and his fupernatural mﬂuenccs, but it
is particularly worthy of remark, with what propri-
ety Mr. W. ufes the ftrong expreffion of being made
¢¢partakers of the divine nature *.” How afto«
nithed would this gentleman be, if any of his read-
ers could fo far miftake his meaning, as to fuppofe
that he intended to reprefent fincere chriftians, as
fubftantially united with the Supreme Being, par-
taking of the fame attributes, and entitled to the
fame honours ! Such is the error of thofe who be-
lieve in the deity of Jefus'of Nazareth, to whom
no epithet equally expreflive of true and proper di-
winity is applied in the whole New Teftament.

I am, Madam, &c.

* 2 Pet. i, 4.

LETTER
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LETTER XVI

On the flate of religion in this country, and its wnporta -
ance to us as a political community.

Mapaw,

MR. Wilberforce. in his next chapter, p. 364, pro-
feffes “to inquire into the ftate of chriftianity in
“ this country, and its importance to us as a politi=
¢ cal community.” No one can be more fully per-
fuaded than I am, that pra&tical chriftianity is of the .
* higheft importance to fociety, as it comprehends the
moft perfet rale of life, and fuggefts the moft effi-
cacious motives, both to private and public virtue;
in which view, every true and enlightened friend to
his country, whether in a private or public capacity,
will contribute to the utmoft of his power, by every
judicious means, to promote . But here again
Mr. W. unfortunately confounds his own unfcrip-
tural fyftem with the dedirine of the New Tefta-
ment, and by this fallacious teft he forms his judgee
ment of the atual ftate of religion in this country;
and, as might naturally be expe&ed, his conclufions
are not more-accurate than his {tandard. ’
Mr. W. is incorret when he afferts, p. 364, ““ the"
“-tendency of religion in general to promote the tem-
“« poral well-being of political communities,” This
affertion holds good only of frue religion, Falfe reli-
) §1 gions,



-
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gions, fuch as paganifm and popery, tend to debafe "
the public intelle€t, and to deprave the public mo-
rals.  Such religions, indeed, ferve as engines of
ftate, far better than rational piety, and have there-
fore, in every age, been cried up by interefted ftate(-
men and their hireling priefts; but they can never
be approved by the judicious friends of virtue and
mankind.

Mr. W. having remarked, p. 369, that ¢ perfecu-'
& tion generally tends to quicken the vigour and ex-
¢« tend the prevalence -of the opinions which fthe
& would eradicate,” argues the decline of chriftianity
in this country, p. 370,  from her having long been
¢ embodied in an eftablithment which is intimately
% blended, and is generally and juftly belicved to

«¢ have a common intereft, with our civil inftitu-
¢ tions, which is liberally endowed, and, not more:

« fayoured in wealth than dignity, has been allowed
< to cxalt her mm-ed front in courts and parlia-
¢ ments.”

To this reprefentation, as a ftatement of fa&s,
can-by no means yield my affent.

Pure chriftianity is fo far from meeting with pub- A
lic encouragement in this country, that it is at this
hour in a ftate bordering upon perfecution. And
they who have courage openly to profef§ it, and to
bear their public (however unaffuming) teftimony
againft prevailing corruptions, are regarded with
fufpicion, branded with opprobnous names, and un-

. juftly
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juftly expofed to public odium, as enemies to relis

gion and to their. country. One venerable man,

whofe nameé will ever be dear to the friends of truth

and fcience, whole purity of chara&er bids defiance

to calumny, and whofe fimplicity of manners india .
cates the correctnefs of his principles and the dignity

of his mind, has, folely for his ardent zeal for truth,

and his fearlefs profeffion of igenuine( chriftianity,

been compelled to feck for refuge in the tranfatlantic

wildernefs, where, among the enlightened fages of

a rifing empire, he has found that fafety, tranquil-

lity, and renown, which was denied to his declining

years by his deluded and ungrateful coumtry. .

Mr. W.’s affertion is neverthelefs true. ¢ Chrifti-

¢ anity has always thriven under perfecutions.”

The number of rational chriftians, who, rejeting all

human additions to divine revelation, adhere faith-

fully to the fimplicity of truth, was never fo great as

at prefent.  And it is ftill a progreflive caufe. May

it never be impeded in its courfe by the injudicious

fupport of civil authority ! For I acknowledge, that

my idea of a civil eftablithment of the chriftian reli-

gion is diametrically oppofite to that of Mr. W,

The fyftem which he calls chriftianity, may indeed.

' be “embodied in an eftablifament which is inti-
" % mately blended, and hath a common intereft, with
¢ civil infitutions.” But the kingdom of Chrift «ig
“ not of this world,” and his dotrine fhall reign.
triumphant, when all human fyttems, with the au-
H2 thorities

-
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thorities which fupport them, fhall vam(h ¢ lnke the
“-bafelefs fabric of a vifien.” .

The immediate tendency of a civil eftablifhment
-of religion is to obftruét the progrefs of chriftian
principles, and df found morals. When a fyftem,

-whether true or falfe, is once eftablifhed, -and:the
~ profeffion of it is paid for out of the public purfe,
all inquiry is at an end. Integrity, and the love of
truth, yield to indolence, ‘pride, and bitter zeal
againft thofe who attack, not the do&rines of reli-
gion, but thofe of the public creed. An eftablithed
pricfthood is, in its very nature, a perfecuting order.
* “There has been no exception to this rule. Heathen
and chriftian, jew and mahometan, papift and pro-
teftant, epifcopalian and prefbyterian, when in
power, have all breathed the fame fiery, intemperate
fpirit; a few enlightened individuals only excepted.
Men who are engaged to defend an eftablithed fyftem
are, from that very circumftance, engaged to dif-
courage inquiry, and to oppofe truth, unlefs (whlch
is not often the cafe) truth {fhould happen to be the
eftablithed doétrine.

" Mr. W. procecas, p- 371, to exhibit an ¢ hypo-
¢ thetical delineation” of that ftate of religion which
might be expc&cd to take place in a country cir-
cumftanced like our own, -and concludes, p. 376,
with an appeal to falls as juftifying his gloomy
api)rchenﬁons. ¢ Every where,” fays he, & we
¢ may aCtually trace the effe@ts of increafing wealth
¢ and
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¢ and luxury, in banifhing one by one the habits,.

. “and new modelling the phrafeology,. of ftricter .

“times; and in diffufing throughout the middle

¢¢ ranks thofe relaxed morals and diflipated manners,.

'« which were formerly confined to the higher claffes-

¢ of fociety.” :
¢ 1 pity the man” (to:borrow our author’s own'

. words upon another occafion) ¢ who can travel from.
“ Dan to Beer-fheba, and cry, It is all barren;”’
who, when he views the moral condu&t of his fel--

low-creatures, can difcern nothing but depravity of

nature, and progreffion in vice. It.is-indeed trae;.

that the mafs of mankind, in. the prefent age, - pay.

too little attention to religion; but at what period.

were they more pious, and virtuous, .than they now
are ? I doubt the juftice, as well as- the wifdom, of
the eternal declamation, that the “ former times
¢ were better than thefe.” In the prefent age there
is indeed an unufual tendency to infidelity ; but it
may juftly be doubted, whether the moral confe~

quences of modern fcepticifm be more injurious, -

than the old habit of implicit faith, and its ufual
accompaniments bigotry and perfecution. Genuine
chriftianity was, probably, never better underftocs
in this country, nor more generally pratifed, than
at prefent. Perfons who conceive that religion
confifls in antiquated phrafeology, in attachment to
unfcriptural doétrines and creeds, and to fabbatical
obfervations, or in the number and length of reli-

H3 gious
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gious exercifes, will of courfe imagine that religion

. i3 now much on the decline. But they who place

the eflence of chn(hamty in a&tive benevolence, and
habitual felf-government, from a segard to Geod,
and under the expeQation of a future life, may per-
haps fee reafon to think that there is as much real
religion now, as _formerly when. there was more pa-
rade of it. If love to God be in any degree dimi-
nilhed, it may in part be attributed to the unamiable
reprefentations which the popular fyftem exhibits of
the Supreme Being. 'We cannot take pleafure in
meditating upon God, nor feel proper regard to-

‘wards him, till we have learned ta conceive of him

as perfeétly wife, benevolent, and juft; and to re-
gard him as our Father, and our Friend.

Amongft other inftances of national degeneracy,
Mr. W. mentions, p. 377, “giving up to vanity and
<« diflipation the portion of the week fet apart to the

_ % fervice of religion ;”‘and, likewife, ¢ availing our-

¢ felves of the certainty of an interval from public
<« bufinefs on a day of national humiliation, to fe-
¢ cure a meeting for convivial purpofes.”

- That perfons who are prohibited by law from
fellowing their ufual occupations on the Sunday,
and who have no tafte for the ferviees of religion,
pafs that day in idlenefs and diffipation, highly pre-
judicial to their morals, is a fa&l too obvious to be
denied, and which every fincere.friend to virtue and

~ religion myft deeply lament. And it is evidently

owing,



A Review of Mr. W'xlberﬁrce; Treatife. 1 st

owing, entirely, to the folly of attempting to enforce _
the fuppofed laws of God by civil fantions. Men
may be compclled to be idle, but they cannot Be
compelled to be good. And the natural and necef-
" fary confequence of idlcnefs is vice. Without pre~
tending to the gift of prophecy, I will venture to
predict, that as long as the prefent injudicious laws,.
enforcing the fabbatical obfervation of the firft: day
. of the weck, remain in the ftatute-book, the national
morals will be more corrupted on that day than
upon all the others taken together. Happily for the.
intereft of good morals, the legiflature wifcly de-
clined to adopt a propofition, introduced not long
fince by fome well-meaning but ill-advifed members
of the houfe of -commons, for enforcing a filk
ftriter obfervation of the Lord’s day. But the
public morals will never be entirely freed from-an
unfavourable bias from this quarter, til the apoftolie
€al canon becomes the law of the land, “ As one
¢ man regards one day above another, and anethier
“ regards every day alike, let every one be fully pes=
“ fuaded in his own mind; and freely enjoy his;
“ own opinion*.” ‘
A religious diftin&ion of days havmg becn cX-
prefsly abolithed by the chriftian law, no human au!
thority hath any juft right to revive it; much lefs’
is any one at liberty to condemn agother for devot=

* Rom. xiv. 5.

Hge " ing
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ing a day to innocent cheerfulnefs, which he choofes
to dedicate to rigorous aufterity. But this cenfo-
rious {pirit is the natural confequence of fuch vo-
luntary fervices: The puerile notion, that occa-
fional abftinence from food is acceptable to God,
‘dny farther than it may be conducive-to health or
temperance ; or, that it is more agreeable to the
Almighty that a man fhould dine upon fith rather
than upon flefh, is inconfiftent with the manly genius
of chriftianity, and_even with common fenfe. A
national faft, therefore, is at beft an unauthorized'
and an infignificant inftitution. But if fuch a ce-
femony is ever appointed by a body of men, who,
-notorioufly difregarding all appearances of religion
themfelves, make ufe of it as'a mere engine of ftate,
to fubferve their own finifter purpofes, it behoves
every one who is really concerned for the honour of
chriftianity, to treat fuch an inftitution with negle&,
 as an affront to religion and decency®. _
"~ Mr. W.’s zeal in the caufe of national deteriora.
tion has led him, p. 378, to make the extraordinary
and unfounded affertion, that, ¢ improving in almoft

® My. W. takes fome pains, in the note p, 377, to exculpate
Ais friend Mr. Pitt from the heinous offence of giving a dinner
en the faft day. Our worthy author dues not feem to be aware,
that the world is now too much enlightened to fuppofe that
fatefmen are themfelves ferious in fuch obfervances. The pub.
lic are fully fenfible that fafts are intended for the fwinith mul=

titude, and riot for cabinet minifters.
’ ¢ every
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“ every other branch of knowledge, we have become
‘¢ lefs and lefs acquainted with chriftianity.” Now,
religion being a fubje& fufficiently interefting to at-
tradt the attention of the moft intelligent and in«
quifitive minds, it does not appear in itfelf probable,
that religious knowledge would decline when every
othier fcience was in a ftate of progreflive improve-
ment. And the faét is the reverfe of this; of which
Mr. W. himfelf might have been convinced, had he--
read with fufficient attention the works of Lockey
Taylor, Peirce, Lardner, Benfon, Jebb; Wakefield,
Evanfon, Lindfey, Prieftley, and many others.. Hé
would there have found, that, by the induftry and
ingenuity of men of learning and integrity, innume-
rable difficulties have been cleared up, and many in--
terpolations, omiffions, falfe readings, miftranfla~ .
tions, and 'erroneous interpretations, which have
liid a foundation for, or have been appealed to in
fupport of,” various corrupt fyltems of doltrine,
have been in the moft fatisfatory manner corre&ted,
or removed.’ The confequence of which is, that to.
thofe who now devote a ferious and critical atten-
tion to the fcriptures, the chriftian doftrine appears.
plain, fimple, rational,. every way worthy of God,
and eftablithed upon a bafis of .evidence, internal,
and -external, which no fophiftry can evade, nor
malignity fubvert. It would be inexcufable upon
this hedd, not to notice the great benefit which the.
Hs . ~ chriftian
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chriftian religion has derived, in the courfe of this
century, from the labours of learned foreigners, and
. particularly of thofe indefatigable critics who have
“applied their induftry and ingenuity to the forma-
tion of a corret text of the New. Teftament, by
the coll‘atio,n of a great number of valuable manu~
fcripts, ancient verfions, and quotations by the early
chriftian writers. Amongit thefe, the laft but not
the leaft meritorious is Griefbach, whofe critical
edition of the New Teftament in Greek is an invas
luable treafure to the Biblical ftudent. Nor can I,
upon this occafion, refrain from offering the tribute
of refpe& and gratitude due to a nobleman, the
fplendour of whofe raitk and talents is only ex-
ceeded by the eminence of his virtues, and his firm
but unaffluming attachment to pure and rational
chriftianity, for the liberal affiftance he has afforded
to the learned authot, to enable him to furnith a
‘more correét edition of that truly eftimable work.
- If Mr. W. had employed his time in ftudying the
fetiptures diligently and eritically, with fuch helps
as thefe, inftead of poring over creeds, articles, and
homilies, the works of honeft, pious, and ufeful
rhen, who in their day were * burning and fhining
“ lights,” but who, juft emerging from the barba-
rifm of the dark ages, were deftitute of the many.
advantages which we enjoy for attaining feriptural
knowledge, he would not have hazarded the extra--
6 - vagant
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vagant pofition, that, * improving in almoft every
¢ other branch of knowledge, we have become lefa
% and lefs acquainted with chriftianity.”

It is mentioned, p. 378, as a matter of ferious
regret, that a difpofition prevails even among * or-
% thodox chriftians themfelves, to forget the pecu=
% liar doftrines by which their religion is.charac-
¢ terized, and to rega}d chriftianity as a mere fyftem
¢ of ethics;” and the reafon afigned, p. 381, for
this declenfion is, that the abufe of thefe doéirines,
“ by the feQlaries of the laft century,” led the di-
vines of the eftablithed church into a practical ftrain
of preaching; ¢ and their example having been fol-
“ lowed during the prefent century, thefe peculiar
$¢ d &rines have at length almofl altogether vanithed
“ from the view.”

Of this negle& a more probable reafon may per-
haps be, that men of underftanding, beginning to
fufped the truth of the doltrines, and not thinking
it prudent, or even decent, to preach againft the te-
- nets of a church of which they were members, and
from which they derived fubfiftence, regarded it as
the belt and fafeft courfe, to be filent upon thefe
topics, and to confine themfelves wholly to pracical

fubjeéls. o :
Mr. W. affirms, p. 379, that % chriftianity in its

¢ beft days was fuch as it is delincated in his work.”

" And in proof of this affertion, he appeals to the
writings of the reformers, and their fucceffors, and

Hé6 to
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to the articles, homilies, and liturgy of the church,
But notwithftandiag this parade of authorities, it is
a certain faQ, that genuine chriftianity bears not
the fmalleft refemblance to that ipurious fyftem.
which is here offered to our view. The times of
emerging from the corruptions of popery were ine
deed *“ good days,” and the men who helped for-
ward the neceffary work of reformation were, in
general, men of exemplary merals and unufual .
energy of mind. But they were not infallible. It
was not to be expeCted that they fhould at once
thake off all the prejudices of their education. They
left much to be done by thafe wha came after
them ; whe, enjoying the henefit of. their light,
might fee mush farther. than they did. God be
praifed, ours are Letter days” than theirs, both
with refpet to light and liberty. We fee and hear. -
what thofe righteous men of old,” had they been
now living, and had their advances in knowledge
kept pace with their means of i improvement, “would
“ have rejoiced. to fee and hear,. but were not per-
# mitted %.”
i : Thag:
® As a proteftant nonconformift, I thank Mr. W. for his
fpirited proteft, p..339, againft the A& of Uniformity, and the
confequent ejeétion of many of the brighteft ornaments of the
¢hurch, in ¢ fAameful violation of the royal werd, as well as of -
* the clear principles of juftice.”” This is the more liberal, as.
Mr. W. appears himfelf to be a zealous member.of the eablithed:
church. Baxu: well- deferves the encomiums pafled vpen his
. . . talents

-~
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That the compilers of the articles, homilies, and’
Liturgy, were believers in the “ peculiar do&rines”
fo often alluded to, cannot be denied ;, and the au-
thoritative impofition of fuch articles exhibits a
mélanchply_ proof of the inconfiltency. of the carly
reformers, in attempting to fet limits to.the progrefs.
of moral and intelle@ual improvement, and to,
abridge in others that right of private judgment, the
plenary exercifé of which they fa nobly and Juﬂ]y
challenged for themfelves.

Mr. W. affirms, p. 380, and perhaps truly, that

-the do@rines he calls. peculiar “were grievoufly

* abufed by many of the fetaries, who, while they
¢ talked copioufly of. the free grace of’ Chrift, and
“ the operations of. the Holy Spirit, were by their
¢ lives an opgn feandal to thie name of chriftian.”*
Yet Mr. W. does not think thefe doCtrines the lefs
true, becaufe they were profeffed by men of immoral’
charallers. Let him not then be furprifed, if ferious .
Unitarians do not think the worfe of zeir principles™

“becaufe they are maintained by fome who are not of - |

a ferious fpirit. And let him acknewledge the fals
lacy of judping of the truth of principles by the,
chara&ers of thofe who profefs the,m.

talents and his virtues. Mr. W, might have added to the hﬁ.
of his works, abridged by the late Mr, Fawcett of ‘Kiddermine,
fer, his « Converfe with God in. Solitude.”” An.abridgment.
of the ¢ Reformed: Pafton?” was publithed. fome. years ago by,
M. Palmer of Hackney,

- Confidering
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Confidering the fpirit of the prefent times, it -
difcovers a confiderable degree of liberality to fpeak
in. refpe@tful terms of the-diffenting writers*. I
cannot however entirely acquiefce in all the com-
mendations beftowed upon them p. 381. Owen,
Howe and Flavel were great and popular men in
their day; but their works at prefent are of little
ufe. Dr. Evans’s « Chriftian Temper” is excellent
for the time in which it was written, and by a _}Ildl-
cious reader may flill be perufed with advantage.
But it is in a great meafure fuperfeded by more re-
cent publications, both of the eftablifhed and the .
diffenting clergy. Perbaps the beft pratical treatife
in the Englifh language is Dr. Hartley’s Obfervations
én the Rule of Life, at the clofe of Qis celebrated
Obfervations on Man. But even in Hartley there
are fome exceptionable paflages, which a candid ju-
dxcxous reader will eafily dlfcover, and- readily ex-
cufe. \ .

* *Jt woyld however have been more conﬁﬁem with-genuing
liberality to have avoided the ufe of the obnoxious word ¢ fec«
tary.” .If thiis word fignified nothing more than a diffentes
-ffom an eftablifhed church, the ufe of it would not be liable to
objeition. But it is con(hntly ufed as a term of reproach.
The church of Rome conﬁﬁently enouglr brands the proteft-
sinte as fedtaries, becaufe the claims to be the only true and in-
fallible church. But for proteftants, whofe common and funda-
+ gental principle is the right of private judgment, to load each
dther with opprobrious epithets for differences of opmon, isin
the h:ghcﬂ; degree unreafonable and inconfiftent. D

. ) Y
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Dr. Doddridge’s Rife and Progrefs of Religion in
the Soul, his fermons on Regeneration, and thofe
on the Power and Grace of Chrift, though they
contain fome valuable advice, are formed upon a
vety erroneous and unferiptural fyftem, and the
perufal of them tends to introduce a train of vifion-
ary fpeculations, and fantaftic emotions, which have
Kittle connexion with rational piety. Dr. Dod-
dridge’s attachment to the gloomy fyflem of® calvin-
ifm, or to fomething that would pafs for it, and his
love of popularity, ftrangely warped his judgment in
the interpretation of the fcriptures, and have ren-
dered him in many inftances a very unfafe guide to
their true meaning*.

Mr. Orton’s Life of Dr. Doddridge contains many
ufeful falts and obfervations; it exhibits the fabje&

* Dr. Doddridge’s Expofitor is in many refpefts a yahmble
work 5 the noves are ufeful, and the Improvements are drawm
up with animation, and breathe a truly pious and benevoleny

fpirit. But that his judgment was biaffed in. an uncommon de-
gree, in the i mterpretatlon of thofe paffages in which his ortho-
doxy might be brought into queftion, is but too ‘apparent to
every one who pays fufficient attention to this popular work.
One inflance, out of many, occurs Rom. iii. 25. where the ex-
preflion propitiation is introduced, thaugh i is well known thar
the word, fo tranflaggd, has.no other fenfe in the fagred writingy
than that of a Mercy-feat. Thus. it is that unlearned readers
are made to believe that the apoftles teach doétrines of which ’
they never entertained a thought ; and fuch fpurious tenets are
t00 often called ¢ fundamental truths,” and the « peculiar. doc-

#t txines of the gofpel »
X
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of the narrative as a man of a very aQive mind, and |
a pious, benevolent heart : but it has too much the
appearance of an attempt ta delineate a charalter,
according to the author’s idea of perfe&ion, beyond
the ftandard of human excellence ; 3 fauh _common.
to moft biographers..
_ Itis held out, p. 386, as *“a melanclioly progno{he
« of the ftate to which we are progreflive, that many
% of the moft eminent of. the literati of modern
¢ times have been. profefled unbelievers” The
truth is, that many reputed philofophers, and: men
of learning in all.ages, have been unbelievers ;. one
caufe of which has been, a want of attention to the
evidences of revelation ; and another, the many core
ruptions of revealed truth, which have been miftaken
for_chriftian do@rines, to which men.of fenfe and
refle@ion could not affent. But there has always.
been a numerous band. of men, eminent for talerits
and learning, who have appeared-in defence of the
chiriftian caufe ; and rational chriftianity is never ini
want of a fufficient number of learned and judicious. .
advocates.

That an abfurd and. dommcermg religious eftan
blithment, the.do&trines of which were held:in con-
‘tempt by every man of  fenfe and refle@ion, thould.
have produced 2 great number of unbelievers among
thie thinking part of the French nation, is nat fur.
b;iﬁng._ It is. the neceffary confequence of fuch.
cfablifhments... Nor is. it difficult te difcover why.

: Mr. W
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~ Mr. W. as a political partifan, may think fit to

* join the fenfelefs clamour againft the French, as 2
nation of atheifts. Bur wpon what grounds, as
chriftian, as a proteftant, and as one who has af-
fumed the office of a public cenfor of the principles
and morals of +his chriftian brethren, he can juftify
his reprefentation of the abolition of popery in
France, p. 388, “ as publicly withdrawing their alle-’
¢ giance from the Majefty of Heaven,” it becomes
that gentleman ferioufly to confider. Every en-
lightened chriftian muft furely rejoice in the diffolu-
tion of the abfurdeft fyftem which ever difgraced
the name of religion; and, placing full confidence in,
the omnipotence of truth, can entertain no appre~
henGon, that genuine chriftianity will fuffer becaufe
it is not taken under the proteQion of the ftate. If
report fpeaks true, the churches in France are more
crowded now than ever; and that the prefent go-
vernors of France are not atheifts, is evident from.
the fpecch of Reveilliere Lepeaux, the Prefident of
the Dire&ory, upon the anniverfary of the founda-
tion of the republic, on the 22d of September 1797,
which is a continued addrefs of thankfgiving to
God for having eftablithed a republican government.
in France*. '

Mr. W,

* The advocates for the orthodoxy of the Britith Cabinet will:
hardly objet, that the prayer of the French Direétory is a hy-
Pocri:ical farce to deldde the vulgar, Yet even this would
prove thar the French in general are nor a nation of atheifts, as,

: ta
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- Mr. W, p. 391, in reply to the charge that
“ his fyftem is too ftric, and. that, if it were
« generally to prevail, the bufinefs of the world
« could not gao on,” obferves, amongft other things,
that «if chriftianity, fuch as we have reprefented it, .
« were generally to prevail, the world, from being
¢ fuch as it is, would become a fcene of gencral
« peace and profperity, and, abating the chances and
® calamities which fleth is infeparably heir to, would
© wear onc unwearied face of complacency and
% joy.” It is indeed probable that, if even Mr. W.’s
chriftianity were to prevail, the world would be
better and happier than it is; but that it would
“ wear an unwearied face of complacency and joy,”
1 can never credit, fo long as any corret ideas of
juflice and benevolence fhould remain in the human
mind. The ftern chara@er of Mr. W.’s Ged muft
ever be a fource of anxiety and terror, which the
oppofite chara&ter of a fecond divine perfon could

to ferve the purpofes of party, they have been-fo affiduoufly and
falfely reprefented.  Reveilliere Lepeaux is a member ‘of the
Theophilanthropic Society —a religious community lately intro-
duiced into France, whofe common principle is a belief in the
exitence, perfeéting, and providence of God, and in the doétrine
of a furure lifc; and whofe.rule of morals is, love to God, and
good will to men. This feft is in a very flourithing fate; its
 profefled principles comprehend the cffence of the chriftian reli-
gion. But, not admitting the refurreflion of Chrift, the Theo-
philanthropifts deprive themfelves of the ouly folid ground on

which to build the hope of a future exiftence.
. neser
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- never completely relieve. But all the happy confe-

quences which Mr. W. afcribes to chriffianity, as he
reprefents it, would certainly follow, from the uni<
verfal prevalence of the religion of Jefus, as repre<
fented in the New Teflament.

It is- with equal truth and fpirit that chnftxamty
is defcribed in the following pages, as of the higheft
advantage to political focieties, in recommending
virtuous induftry, in producing a benign effe& upon
national character, in encouraging true patriotifm,
and fapprefing a felfith fpirit; and it is jufily ob.
ferved in the conclufion, p. 406, * that the chrifti-
¢ anity which can produce effe@s like thefe muft be
& real, not nominal, deep, not faperficial.”

Mr. W. reprefents, p. 408, the “revival of wvital
« chritianity,” which, as he explains it, is the prac-
tical belief of the articles, homilies, and liturgy of
the church, as the only effe@uat means of ftrength-
ening the church eftablitiment; for ¢ the anomaly
¢ will not much longer be borne, of an eftablith-
% ment, the a&tual principles of the bulk of whofe
¢ members, and even teachers, are fo extremely dif-
« ferent from thofe which it profeffes.” This is
indeed an alarming reprefentation, from high au-
thority, of the danger of -the church. Tor, few
thinking perfons, befides the pious author of the
Pra@ical View, expe& the return of fuch an age of

_darknefs, as to produce a general belief of all that is.
contained in obfolete articles, homilies, and creeds.
I doubt
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I doubt whether even his own faith,. large as it is,
. extends quite fo far. But let Mr. W. be com-
forted. The cafe may not be fo defperate as he
imagines. He may learn, perhaps, from the Right
Reverend Bench itfelf, and certainly. from. the orzbo-
dex chriftians of Birmingham, that there are other
ways of fupporting an eftablifiment, befides ‘a reat
perfuafion of the truth of its do&rine; and I firongly.
fufped, that the prelate of Rochefter would [mile at
the honeft fimplicity of the member for Yorkfhire,
in fuppofing that a fincere faith in creeds and homi-
lies is at all neceffary to the permanent profpcnty of
a nationat church.
The author goes.on to obferve, p. 4 og- “Tho
¢ kind of religion which we have recommended, .
« whatever opinion may be entertained comcerning its
- % truth, and to fay nothing of the agency of divine
¢ grace, muft at leaft be conceded to be the only one
« which is at all {uited to make impreflion upon the
* Jower orders, by ftrongly interefting the paffions
“ of the human mind.” Who the perfons may bey
that are fo ready to make the extraordinary concefs
Jijons contained in the preceding paragraph, Mr. W,
beft knows. I do not indeed wonder that they who
believe with him, that all men by nature are “tajnted
¢ radically, and to the very core, with fin;” that
. even the ele@ would not have been faved, unlefs one
God had died to fatisfy the juftice and appeafe the
" wrath of another;, and that none of the haplefs race
» . : of
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~of Adam can do any thing to extricate themfelves
from the wretched condition in which their Creator
placed them, till they are regenerated, and new cre-
ated, by a third God, who is at the fame time one
with, and diftin& from, the other two; I do not,
1 fay, wonder, that a perfon who believes all this, and
who fees the great effe® which fuch ftupendous myf-
tefies produce upon the ignorant multitude, fhould
imagine that fuch a religion is the only one fuited to
make impreflion upon the lower orders. But, that
any perfon admitting the divine authority of the
<hriftian revelation, and regarding thefe doGrines as
irrational, ,unfcriptural, and antichriftian, fhould
make the conceflion here fuppofed, appears moft un-
accountable and incredible. In the A&s of the
apoftles we read, that at one time ¢ three thoufand
¢ were converted ;” at another ¢ five thoufand;”
that * multitudes believed in the Lord, both of m:en
¢ and women;” and that ¢ myriads of jews in par-
¢ ticular profefled the chriftian faith.” But- cer-
tainly a man would be much at a lofs to difcover
thefe “peculiar do&trines” in the apoftolical dif-
courfes recorded in that hiftory*; and to affert that
they were introduced by the apoflles in their preach-
ing, although omitted by their hiftorian, would be a.
moft arbitrary and unwarrantable afflumption. The
genuine dodtrines of the gofpel, which are indeed’

* See Dr. Toulmin's Letters on' the Praltical Efficacy of the.
Unitarian Doétrine.
toc
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too fimple and fublime to work powerfully and in-
ftantaneoufly upon the grofs paffions of the unin-
formed multitude, but which, when duly attended
to, will firongly intereft the beft affe@ions both of
the learned and the unlearned, will moft affuredly
be found fufficiently efficacious, in the hand of Di-
vine Providence, to accomplifh their proper effet
at the proper time, and they need no human addi-
tions to render them more interefting to the human
pailions.
. I am, Madam, &c.

v

LETTER XVIIL

Whether popularity be a criterion of Truth. The. beft
means of oppofing Atheifm and Immorality.  Stability
of an Eftablifted Church.

Mapawm,

QUR author feems to regret, p. 409, that the
“/reign of prejudice, and even of honeft prepoffef-
“ fion, and of grateful veneration, by which,” as he

- obferves, * almoft any fyftem may be fupported, is
¢ no more.” And indeed with reafon: for when
eftablithed prejudice, and unreafonable prepoffeffion,

- hdwever honeft, is removed, it is much to be appre-
hended that his © peculiar do&rines” will not long
* . ' maintain
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maintain their ground. Mr. W. however, is not
the true-born Englifhman who values his prejudices
“ becaufe they arc prejudices.” He afligns a reafon,

- fuch as it is, why we fhould rerain the fyftem of
pnnclples which we have received from our ancef
tors. % The ancients,” he affures us, P- 409, ¢ were
$¢ wifer than ourfelves.” Hence he infers, that de- -
-ference is due to their aythority in religion. And,
admitting the premifes, the conclufion naturally fole
lows. But where are we to learn the fa&? Proba-
bility is clearly on the other fide of the queftion,
The moderns are endued with natural powers equal
to thofe of the ancients; they are placed in circum-
ftances far more favourable to mental improvement, .
and enjoy the benefit of the experience of their
‘predeceflors ; it requires better evidence than mere
unfupported affertion, to prove that under thefe cir-

~ cumftances the wifdom of thé moderns is inferior
to that of the ancients. Indeed, it is high time to
day afide the trite and unmeaning cant of the “ wif-.
¢ dom of our anceftors.” Their age was the in-
fancy, ours approaches towards the maturity of the
world. It would be equally rational for the man of
ripened underftanding to talk of the wifdom of hu
childhood.

But if we will not bow to the wif{dom of our ans
ceftors, 'who “kept philofophy to themfelves, and
« Jeft religion for the million, as alone adapted
“ to their groffer namrcs, P- 410, a triumphant

appeal
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appeal is made to fact, in proof of the fuperior ex-
cellence of this myftical fyftem. ¢ Let the Socinian
¢ and the moral teacher of chriftianity come forth,
“ and tell us what effets zhey have produced on the
“ jower orders. They themfelves will hardly deny
“ the inefficacy of their inftrutions.” This is af-
fuming a very lofty tone of addrefs indeed: but by
what right, does not clearly-appear; and how far con-
fitent with that humility which the author every
where affects, it behoves him ferioufly to confider.
A writer'Who is juftly entitled to great deference
aflures us, that “the day is coming which will
% prove every man’s work,” and exhorts us ¢ to
“ judge nothing before the time.” -He alfo teaches,
that “ it does not become the minifters of the
“ gofpel to glory.” Mr. W. well knows, that
the moft enlightened and zealous minifters of re-
ligion have often appeared * to labour in vain, and
“ to {pend their ftrength for nought.” This might
have taught him not to judge of the truth of a doc-
‘trine by the fuccefs of its advocates, even though the
lhen, whom he invidioufly calls the Socinian, and
the moral teacher of chriﬁian}ty, had been, in fact,
 as unfuccefsful as he is pleaféd to reprefent them.
I am no Sodinian; for my creed is as remote from
that of Socinus, as it is from the “peculiar doc~
¢ trines™ of Mr. W. But I profefs myfelf to be
an Unitarian chriftian, and % 2 moral teacher of
« chriftianity;” and I can affur¢ the gentleman who
’ : takes
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takes upon himfelf to call us to account, that I am

not at all inclined to admit the abfolute inefficacy of

our inftru&tions. It is an indubitable fa&, whether

Mr, W. is aware of it or not, that there are in this

- country thoufands who are not athamed to avow
the Unitarian do&rine, and whofe lives are as ho=
nourable to, their profeffion as if they were adepts in
all the ¢ peculiarities” of his creed. And there is

‘reafon to believe that there are thoufands more,
both .in the church and out of it; who think with us,
but who are deterred by fecular confiderations, and
the harth fpirit of the times, from avowing their real
principles; ¢ loving the praife of men more than the
“ praife of God *.” - T

-Yer ftill it is alleged, that our fuccefs is as no<
thing, in comparifon with that of thofe who teach

"the fyftem of .do@rines here recommended, and
which is faid to have “proved its correfpondence
¢ with the chara&er originally given of chriftianity,

- ¢ that it was calculated for the poor, by changing
“ the whole condition of the mafs of fociety in many
¢ of the moft populous diftriCts in this and other
« countriea.” But whither does this argument
tend ? Are the Calvinifts nearer to the truth than
the Unitarians, becaufe they are more fuccefsful in
making profelytes? But the Moravians have been -
more fuccefsful than the Calvinifts; the Jefuits,-than

* John xii. 43. . .
R B . the

-
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the Moravians, and the Mahometans, than all. Is
therefore the do&trine of Mahomet a revelation
from heaven ? The fuccefs of Jefus, who was alfo
a “moral teacher of chriftianity” during his per-
fonal, miniftry, was very inconfiderable: while the -
pharifecs, who compafled fea and land to make a

profelyte, had thoufands of devotees, efpecially
among the inferior orders, who ¢ daily thanked God

, “that they were not as other men are,” and who

would hold no communion with Jefus and his difci-

~ ples, but regarded them with abhorrence and con~

tempt, as violators of the fabbath, tranfgreffors of
the law, and friends of publicans and finners. Can
this fat be denied ? But, if admitted, what is the
conclufion to which the author’s principles will

-lead him from thefe premifes ?

Mr. W. p. 411, exprefles his, apprehcnﬁon that

.6¢ the extinttion of religion among us would be at-

“ tended with the lofs of our church eftablithment;”

_an event in his apprehenfion pregnant with the -

.

¢ moft fatal confequences :” he hints, p. 412, that
it would ¢ greatly endanger our civil infitutions;”
and that the want of an eftablifhment “ would be in
« the higheft degree injurious to the caufe of chrif-
¢ tianity.” Upon all thefe points I haye the for-
‘tune, good or bad, to differ from our well-inten-
tioned author. I can indeed agree with him, that
the principles of the liturgy would rapidly decline
when ¢ the liturgy 1tfeif ﬂionld no longer remain in
({4 “fe
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s ufe.” But I am far from thinking that the ““ exe
« tin&ion of religion,”. if fuch a cafe could be fupe
pofed, would neceffarily entail the ruin of the efta<
blithment. Interefted priefts, and crafty ftatefmen,
will continue to fupport a religious eftablithment
which anf{wers their private and political purpofes,
at the fame time that they hold its do&trines in cone
tempt. The idolatry of pagan Rome fubfifted in
fplendour long after the declaration of one of its
moft enlightened ftatefmen*, ¢ that he wondered
¢ how augur could meet augur without laughing.”
And the authotity of papal Rome was never more
triumphant than when its fovercign pontifft, upon
the rveceipt of an immenfe treafure, unwarily ex
claimed, “How lucrative is this fable of Jefus
¢ Chrig!” Nor have modern ftatefmen been defie
cient in imitating the * wifdom of the ancients, in
¢ confining philofophy to themfelves, and in leaving
¢ religion for the groffer capacities of the million.”
The perfecuting adminiftration, which, foon after
the commencement of this century, difgraced the
clofing yeaxs of an.unhappy devotce, were not fufe
. pected of being very ftrongly attached to the doce
trines of that church, which, from interefted views,
they fupported by every mode of opprefﬁon fhort of
the faggot and the wheel.

These are, however, many who think that if the

*Cimo. . fleok
I2 : church
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church eftablifhment fhould be diffolved, our civil
contitution, if adminiftered with wifdom and juf-
tic®, would not be in the leaft endangered. Atany
rate, whatever becomes of human eftablifhments,
civil or ecclefiaftical, the church of Chrift is founded
upon a rock, and will remain firm and unimpaired.
And though liturgies and creeds may fall into dif-
ufe, the dotrine of the fcriptures will continue as
long as thofe truly “ineftimable” records of thc

" chriftian religion fhall fubfift. :
French principles feem to haunt Mr. W.’s mind
almoft as much as they did ‘that of Edmund Burke;
and p. 479. he reprefents  the prevalence of ‘evan<
4¢ gelical chriftianity,” by which he no doubt means
his own fyftem of « peculiar doétrines,” as the beft
« antidote for the malignity of their venom,” and
the moft efficacious means of “ reviving the fainting
¢ caufe of morals.” A But the only way to oppofe
atheifm and infidelity with fuccefs, is by difcarding
all abfurdnty and myfticifm from religion; by fhew-
‘ing that genuine chriftianity maintains nothing in-
confiftent with good fenfe; that the dofirines it
teaches are fuch as approve themfelves to the moft
‘enlightened underftandings; that the praltice it en-
joins is eminently beneficial to individuals and t(:)
fociety; and that the hopes which it infpires are'in
the highéft -degree cheering and confolatory, and
tend in the moft dire&t and powerful manner to
clevate the charater and to purify the heart.
.o * As
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. As a farther recommendation of this <« chriftianity
¢ of our better days,” as Mr. W. ftyles it, he adds,
P+ 420, “ that the teachers of thefe doltrines are’
‘:‘ perhaps without exception friendly to our eccle~
¢ fiaftical and civil eftablifhments; and confequently
¢¢ that their inftru@ions and influence tend direCly,
¢ as well as indirectly, to the maintenance of the
« caufe of order and good government.” 1If by this
aflertion be meant no more than that men paid by
the ﬁaté,. to. teach the religion of the ftate, are.in
general the zealous fupporters of that government,
and of that religion, which fupports them, the af-
fertion is neither new nor marvellous. It has been
the prafice of priefts of this defcription, in all ages,
countries, and religions. But it is no proof, nor
even the flighteft prefumption, that the do&rine fo
fupported is true. But if Mr. W. wifhes to infinu-
ate, that the oppofers of his unfcriptural doétrines
are not as valuable and peaceable members of the
community as thofe who hold them, the infinuation
is unfounded and illiberal ; highly unbecoming his
charaler as a chriftian, however it may ferve his
purpofe as a political partifan.

- Amongft other mieans of reviving his ¢ chrifti-
“ anity of better days,” Mr. W. p. 421. prefes an,
attention to this fubjé& on ¢ the dignitaries of the '
“ facred order,” and exprefles his approbation. of
fome * who have already faunded the alarm, juftly
’ I3 ¢ cenfuring
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¢ cenfuring the praltice of fuffering chriftianity to
8 degenerate to a mere fyftem of ethics, and re-
4 commending more attention to the peculiar doce
¢ trines of our religion.” Here I prefume that he
alludes to-Bp. Horfley, who fuggefted this advice to
- the clergy of the diocefe of St. David’s. This venea.
rable prelate has his * peculiar do&trines,” too, as
well as Mr. W. which ¢ whoever does not receive
¢ fhall without doubt perith everlaftingly I And
it muft be highly edifying to an audience of Cam.’
brian peafants to hear ¢ how the Father produced:
¢ the Son by contemplating his own peffeQtions* 3
. . and being cither unable, or unwilling, to produce’
any more Sons in the fame way, he, together witl.’
the Son, (for this is the do&rine of the Romith

¥ « The exiftence of the Son Sows neceffarily from the Di-.
¢ vine intelle@ exerted in itfelf ¢ from the Father’s contemplas,
* tion of his own perfe&ions. But as the Father ever was, his
 perfeQions have ever been, and his intellect has been ever
« altive. But perfe@ions which have ever been, the ever alive
o intelle€ muft ever have éontemplated, and the contemplation
¢ which hath ever been, muft ever have been accompanied with-
¢ its juft effeét, the perfonal exiftence of the Sup.” This ridi-
cyloys jargen, the learned prelate fays, ¢ feems to be founded in
« fcripture,” and it makes one of the ¢ peculiar dafirines’ of
his gofpel. And a very peculiar do&rine indeed it is; fufficient

{"t/;}y'erthrow every pretence to divine authority in any baook -
\dn which it is contained, and in any fyftem in which it is in-

cluded. See Horfley’s Trads, p. 5.
: church
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ehurch for which this truly catholic Prelate exprefles
a ftrong predileQion®), produced the holy Ghott,
who proceeded from them both, as the {choolmen
affure us, not by generation, but by pirationt.

*® The Nicene fathers maintained that the Holy Gholt pro.
ceeded from the Father only: but the divines of the Romith
communion afterwards difcovered that the Son was equally cone

,cerned with the Father, in the proceffion of the Holy Ghatt and

nbtwithRanding the violent oppofition of the Greek chutch, they
have foifted his Bame into the Nicese Creed, where it maintains
its place with the fame confidence and juftice with which the
‘eelebrated heavenly witnefles keep their Ration, 1 John v, 9.
that is, in open defBlance ef all evidence and decency.

The partiality of this right reverend Prelate ta the papal
church appears in his circular letter to the clergy of his Welch
diocefe ; where fpeaking of the Romifh emigrant priefts, he fays,
¢ However they may differ fram us in certain points of dotrine,
¢ difcipline, and external rites, they are neverthelefs our bre~
¢ thren, members of Chrift, children of God, heirs of the pro--
“ mifes; more near and dear to us in truth than fome who, af-
¢ fetting to be called our proieftant brethren, have no other title
‘ to the name of proteftant than a jew or a pagan.”” And be- 1
caufe thefe perfons ¢ profefling to . receive our Lord as a
¢ teacher,” hefitate to admit the bifhop’s ¢ peculiar doétrines” as
revealed truths, and are generally advocates for civil and reli-
gious liberty, this chriftian Prelate, in the true fpirit of an in-
quifitor, denounces them s ¢ endeavouring to propagate in this
¢¢ country thofe treafonable and atheiftical notions” which he
fays “have done o much mifchief in France.” Thus, with fome -
men, calumny fupplies the place of argument.

+ Scc Doddridge’s Theological Lectures, Prop. 130, § 4

14 Thig .
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This eminent Divine, who in conlequence of his
officious zeal in the caufe of orthodoxy, and the
truly original difcoveries he has made in the fcience
of theology, has been raifed from the humble “couch
¢ of archidiaconal preferment ” to  exalt his mitred
¢ front in courts and parliaments,” appears to be
no mean proficient in the ¢ wifdom of the ancients,
“ who confined philofophy to the fchools of the
¢¢ learned, while they kept up for the million a {yftem
“ of religion, fuch as it was, as alone adapted to their
¢ groffer natures.” Amongft other curious articles,
he has difcovereds in the writings of Tertullian, an -
eminent chriftian father of the fecond century, that
the *“ majority of believers,” in his time, were mere
¢ jdiots*.” Readers, not fo perfpicacious as the
Bithop of Rochefter, have generally conceived the
fenfe of the paflage to be, that the majority of chrif-
tians, of that age, being plain unlettered men, zeal-
ous for the divine Unity, warmly refifted the T'rini-’
tarian doltrine, which fome philofophic chriftians
were then endeavouring to introducet. But Tertul-

- * Horfley’s Tra&s, p. 175.

4+ Dr. Clarke thus tranflates this celebrated paffage in Ter-
tullian. ' < The anlearned people, which are always the greatefk
¢¢ part of belicvers, are frightened at the notion of the ceconomy,
¢ (1. e. the Trinity); and pretending that we teach twaq er three
¢ Gods, but that they are the worfhippers of the one God, they
- ¢ perpetually cry our, We hold faft the Monarchy.”—Dr. Clarke

ou the Trinity, p. 217.°
) han,

~
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lian, who wrote in Latin, here ufes a word of Greek.
extraltion;.and the learned prelate, being pretty{
“ much at home in the Greek language,” affures us,|
that the word can mean néither more nor lefs than‘
idiots. And no doubt, by parity of reafon, the ma-"
jority of believers are idiots,” to this day, in his-

lordthip’s eftimation. And idiots indeed they muft -~

be, if they can implicitly admit all the jargon, and.
abfurdity, which he and others have held forth as.
« peculiar do&trines” of divine revelation. Thanks:
be to God, the iagc of «“darknefs is pafling away;.
and the true light now fhineth*.”

I am, Madam, &c.

et

4

LETTER XIX.

Ob]ervatiom‘on Mr. W?'s Praftical Hints to various
deferiptions of perfons.

Mapam,.

IN the feventh chapter, to which we now proceed;._
¢ pradtical hints are fuggefted to .various defcrip- -
« tions of perfons,” and the feQion with which it .
opens contains many valuable remarks which do-
great credit to the piety and benevolence of the au«

_.' 3 johﬂ, ii, 8-

Is . “thory.
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thor, but which are alfo blended with fome obferva-
tions liable to juft animadverfion:

Mr. W. begins, in p. 423, with telling the bulk
“ of profeffed chriftians, that the difference between
© them and true believers is of the moft ferious and
“ momentous account, and that their chriftianity is '
“ no chriftianity.” Now, if this charge means no
more than that nominal chriftians are not real chrif-
tiang, the obfervation is true, but too obvious to be
introduced with fo much parade. Butif it be meant
that na chriftianity is genuine which does not in-
clude what he calls ¢ the peculiar dotrines,” we
beg leave, for reafons already largely ftated, to de-
mur to his authority. .

The duty of felf-inquiry, which is ftrongly urged
P: 424, is doubtlefs of fufficient importance to de-
ferve all our attention, and we are with great proe-
pricty warned againft ¢ our natural pronenefs to
"¢ think too favourably of ourfelves.” But there is
mo occafion to have recourfe to the unfcriptural and
wunphilofophical notion of the ¢ corruption of hu-
% man nature,” to account for the difpofition which
generally prevails ¢ to over-rate our good qualities,
¢ and to overlook or extenuate our defefts.” A lit-
tle acquaintance with the theo‘ry cf human nature
will fufficiently account for the exiftence of felfith-
nefs, without fuppofing it to be innate, or derived by

inheritance from our fallem apeeRor,
What
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.~ What is advanced, p. 426, upon * the fources of
¢ the erroneous ecltimates we form of our religious
¢¢ and moral charadter,” and particularly concerning
the danger of miltaking “ outgrowing, or merely )
¢ changing, our vices for forfaking of all fin,” is in °
general highly proper, and deferving of ferious at-
tention, as arec alfo the remarks, p. 432, upon the
fubje@ of  uncharitablenefs and “true charity;”
and I agree entirely in the obfervation, that it is
« no true charity to countenance men in their vices.”
" Mr. W. juftly remonftrates, p. 436, againft ap-
plying the epithets ¢ innocent and good-hearted”
to thoughtlefs and diflipated young perfons of either
fex. But his arguments would have been equally
forcible, if hé had not loaded them with the unfcrip-
jtural do&rines of original fin*, and the fupernatural
¢ operations of divine grace.” If, however, any
perfons aré * decent, fober, ufeful, refpectable mem-
¢ bers of the community, and amiable in the rela-
¢ tions of domettic life,” p. 408, it does not become

* Mr. W. exhorts fuch perfons ¢ to remember that they
¢ are fallen creaturcs, dorn in fn.”” The ouly paflage in the
New “Teftament where this phrafe oceurs, is’ Joha ix. 34. where
the pharifees charge the man who was born blind with being
¢ altoguther born in fins,” in dire@ contradiion to our Lord's
own declaration, ver. 3, in reply to a queftion upon the cafe,
prope‘ed by his difciples,  Neither did this man fin, nor his
¢ parents.” It is plain, therefore, that a pharifaic tradition is
here inculcated by our anthor as an evangelicad trusks, and thst
in oppofition to the authority of Chrift. -

16 ue

7
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‘us to pronounce, that they are not true chriftians.
As to the phrafes, “born again,” * putting off the.
“ old man,” and the like, they refer wholly, as we:
~ have often obferved, to the converfion of bigoted:
jews, or of idolatrous heathen, to the faith of Chrift,
and are never ufed to defcribe any moral procefs in
the minds of thofe who have been educated in chrif-
tian principles. It muft however be conceded, that
mere decency of behaviour without piety, benevo-
lence, and fclf-government, is not fuflicient to con-
flitute genuine chriftianity.

The advice, p. 441, to thofe who wifh to become
true chritians, contains much that is valuable; but,
I am forry to fay, ftill more that is injudicious, ex-
ceptionable, and unfcriptural. Let fuch perfons
meditate, let them pra, let them examine themfelves,
et them refolve, let them watch, let them ceafe to
do evil, and learn to do right; let them dedicate all
their faculties and powers to the fervice of God.
All this is well. But, why muft they afcribe their
reformation to fupernatural ¢ workings of the divine
« fpirit ” What is the meaning of praying to God
¢ for Chrift’s fake, and in reliance on his media-
¢ tion ?”’ and where is the warrant for fo doing?
‘Where do the fcriptures teach them to ¢ labour to
# become deeply imprefled with a fenfe of their own
¢ radical blindnefs and corruption 2 and that, above
all, they are “to contemplate that ftupendous truth,
¢ the incarnation and crucifixion of the fon of God ?

' % or



A Review of Myr. Wilberforee's Treatife 18

« or to eftimate the guilt of fin by the coftly fatif-
¢ faQtion which was required to atone for it?” All:-

thefe imaginary confiderations, which have no foua-

datxon in reafon, or in fcripture, tend to bewilder -
the underftanding, to check the progrefs of rational -
and manly piety and virtue, and te introduce a fyf~
tem of fantaftic feelings, which have no foundation:
in the truth of fa&s, and which contribute nothing
to virtuous pradlice.

Very wife and proper, in my opinion, are the re-

peated cautions fuggefted, p. 444, not to over-rate
_ « human eftimation.” But to a perfon who habitue
ally regards himfelf as alling under the eye,of
God, the additional motive, of an imaginary ¢ affem=
¢ blage of invifible fpectators,” is totally unnecef-
fary. Itis like bringing in human creeds to im-
prove the gofpel doétrine ; human eftablifhments, to
fapport the church of Chrift; and the fatisfaltion
of a mediator, to appeafe the anger of an infmitely
merciful God.

As Mr. W. never defines humility, it is diffieult
to know in what fenfe he ufes the word. If it
means 2 juft view of a man’s own imperfe&ions, it
cannot appear to any perfon ¢ a paradox, that in
¢ proportion as the chriftian. grows in grace,.he
¢¢ grows alfo in humility,” p. 446. For this is no
more than faying, that in proportion as men advance
in virtue, they advance in felf-knowledge, and be-
come more fenfible of their frailties and imperfec-

- tions,



182 * 4 Review of Mr. Wilberforcés Treatife. .

tions. But I cannot help fufpe&ing, that the humi-
lity upon which fome perfons value themfelves, is
nothing more than a perfoafion that, in common
with the reft of mankind, they are “ by nature radi-
“ cally tainted with fin,” while at the fame time
they prefume, that themfelves, with a few others,
have been arbitrarily fele€ted from the general mafs,
to be regenerated and faved. But if this be their
humility, it is, I fear, too nearly akin to pride, and
naturally tends. to generate a hng’h conceit of them-
felves in thofe wha are, or who imagine themfelves
to be, the chofen favourites of heaven.

The bulk of nominat chriftians are faid, p. 449,
to “ know nothing of chriftianity but as a fyftem of |
¢ reftraints,” and their notion of chriftian pra&tice
is ftigmatized, ¢* as fervile, bafe, and mercenary.”
But, 2s virtuous habits are to be attained, not by fu-
pernatural influence, but by a flow and gradual, and
fometimes a difficult and painful procefs, I cannot
think fo hardly of thofe who, from a fenfe of duty,
dsny themfelves unlawful gratlﬁcamm toe which
they are inclined, though they fall fhort of thofe ex-
alted chara@ters whofe eftablifhed habits of virtue
render them fuperior to temptation. In one I fee
the commencement, in the other the maturity, of a
virtuous courfe ; and the frit dawnings of reformae
tion are not to be defpifed becaufe they do not, at
once, burft forth inta the fplendour, qr attain the.
ﬁeadmefs, of the perfed day.

I wonder not at the pains which Mr. W. takes,

P 452
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p.' 452, torepel ‘“an objection common,” as he fays,
¢ in the mouths of nominal chriftians, that his reli=
¢ gion wears a gloomy and forbidding afpe&.” And
all that he fo eloquently urges in defence of his own
fyftem of chriftianity, is certainly true of the genu~
ine religion of the gofpel. Happinefs is the ulti-.
mate end of all the requifitions and the reftraints
of virtue, nor is any gratification prohibited, but
what is inconfiftent with a fuperior and more per-
manent good. And I doubt not that many well
mezning perflons, even upon Mr. W.’s principles,
have enjoyed much confcious fatisfaltion and de-
light. But, whatever may be faid to the contrary, it
is not poffible that fuch a fyftem fhould not be oc-
cafionally produ&ive of many very painful fenfations
in a bencvolent and refle@ing mind, becaufe it re~
prefents the God and Father of the univerfe as a
Tyrant. And though the introfulion of ‘a fecond
God, whofe attribute is perfeét benevolence, may
relieve the imagination, and, as appears in the work
before us, and in others of the fame ftamp, may
chiefly occupy the thoughts and affetions of chrif-
tians of this perfuafion, and may even fet a believer -
at reft with refpet to his own perfonal fafety ; yet
this fecond Being does not operate as fo complete a
~ negative upon the charalter of the firft, but that a
ferious and benevolent mind will, at times, be
greatly fhocked to think of the mafs of mankind as
doomed to eternal mifery, becaufc of that natural
depravxty
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depravnty which they could not help, and which He
who made them, gave, and would not heal ; and the
contemplation of fuch a Being muft often fill the
mind with anxious mifgivings, and with fecret ter-
rors. Thefe however are alleviated in fome degree,
by entertaining good hopes concerning their own
ftate, by thinking as little as poflible upon God, and
l;_y dwelling continually, as it is known that per-
fons who hold thefe principles do, upon the excel-
lencies and graces of that imaginary fecond perfon,
who faves them from the ¢ fury” of the firft.
_ This, in'the language of Mr. W. p. 458, is placmg
a a ¢ firm confidence in the unceaﬁng care and kind-
“ nefs of a gracious Saviour ;" and, p. 459, relying. .
upon  the affured mercy of the Redeemer.” But
it is, in truth, as [ have before obferved, a fpecies of
chnﬁ:xan idolatry, from which the chriftian law re-
quxres that we fhould, with the utmoft caution, ab-.
flain. :

I am,

Madam, &e..

LETTER
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LETTER XX

Mpr. Wilberforce's Advice to Believers and to
Sceptics.

Mapaw, ‘
MR. Wilberforce has claffed in the fame feltion
his Advice to Sceptics and to Unitarians, I will
take the liberty to corret his diftribution ; and in
this letter I will take into confideration the advicche
addrefles “ to fome who profefs their full affent to’
¢ the fundamental do@rines of the gofpel,” (that is,
whofe opinions coincide with his own,) and that
which he addrefles to *fceptics,”’—or, in plain lan-
guage, to thofe who believe too much and to thofc'
who believe too little. '

His advice to believers is contained in his fecond
feQion, p. 461; and he ¢ warns thefe men, firft,
¢ p. 464, to beware left they be nominal chriftians
¢¢ of another fort.” It is not eafy to under{tand this-
diftintion between different forts of nominal chrif-
tians. Iam unwilling to believe, what neverthelefs
the author’s language feems to imply, that, in
Mr. W.’s opinion, the firft and moft fundamental
error is a mifapprehenfion of chriftian doétrine, and"
that the next and more venial one is a defe& in'
chriftian praftice. His words are thefe, p. 461 :
“In a former chapter we largely infifted on what-

 may be termed the fundamental pfaQical error of’
) , (13 the
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“ the bulk of profefied chriftians in our days; their
* either overlooking, or mifconcriving, the peculiar
. % method which the gofpel has provided for the
"*  renovation of our corrupted nature, and for the .
¢ attainment of every chriftian grace.” Here then
we find that ¢ mifconception of the gofpel method »

is reprefented as the fundamental error of modern
mmal chriftians.

He adds, that ¢ while we attend in the ﬁ:j plau '
% %0 this, we muft at the fame time guard sgainft 2
% pradtical miftake of gnether kind, There are net a
s fow' who fatisfy themfelves with what may be'
% termed general cheiftianity ; who feel genersl:
¢¢ penitence and humiliation; but who neglet that-
“ vigilant and jealous care with which they fhould la-
% bour to extirpate every particular corruption,” &e.

+ I do not then mifreprefent our author, when I f
ftate him as teaching that mifconception of chriftian
do&trine is the * fundamental praical error” of
the. prefent day; and I have miftaken the whole
tenor of his book, if he does not mean to reprefent
_.this fundamental error as inconfiftent with the fal-

vation of thofe who hold it. It is indeed difficult to

believe, that, in this enlightened and inquifitive age,

a man of Mr. W.’s rank, talents, and charalter can

doom to deftru&ion all thofe wife and good men

who have doubted, or rejected, his firange uiifbrip-

* tural do@rines. 1f this be the religion the pleafures
of which he enjoys with fo high a relifh, I, for one,
do
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" do not “envy him his feelings.” As to the reft,
what he advances in this feion, allowance being:
made for his affumed principles, is very juft. The
chriftian religion requires the abfolute renunciation
of evety vice, and the prallice of every virtue. It
is the indifpenfable duty of all to exercife the greateft
vigilance, and to fet a fpecial guard againft thofe
vices to which, in their refpedtive circumitances,
they are peculiarly expofed. /

. Me.. W, now proceeds to « addrefs fome brief -
*f olsfervations to feeptics,” p. 4673 and what he
adyances ypou this head appesrs te me, in the main,’
“juft, ‘and deforving of very feriqus attention. It is
" a fair quellion which Mr. W. propofes to unbee
lievers, ¢ whether, if - chriftianity be not in theie
“ eflimation true, there is not at lealt a prefump..
“ tion in its favour, fufficient to entitle it to 3 ferious,
¢ examination, from its having been embraced, upea
% full inquiry, by Bacen and Milton, and Locke and
¢ Newton.” And again, p. 468, *Can the fceptie
“in general fay with truth, that he has cither pro-
¢ fecuted an examination into the evidences of re-
“ velation at sll, or at leaft with a ferioufnefs and..
« dxlxgence in any degree proportioned to the ime '
¢ portance of the fubjeét ?*

I will beg leave, by the way, to obferve, that'
neither Locke nor Newton, who are here fo de-
fervedly celebrated for their rational and firm at-
tachment to the chriftian rchgxon, were believers in,

what
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what are ftyled throughout the Pralical View,
“ the peculiar doQrines of the gofpel.” There is
great reafon to believe that Sir Ifaac Newton was a
proper Unitarian®, as it is certain that his friend
" Hopton Haynes alfo was. As to Mr. Locke, he
was the father of rational criticifm. It is he who,
by introducing the wife and happy method of mak-
ing the fcriptures their own interpreters, has taught
"us the true meaning of thofe figurative expreffions,.
pon which the men who only derive their know-
ledge of chriftianity from catechifms and cre¢ds
build their crude and unferiptufal fyftems. - Mr.
Locke was a man of extraordinary genius and ta-
lents, great in the departments of metaphyfical, -
_ moral, and political philofophy, but greateft of ail
in_the interpretation of the fcriptures, to which he’
devoted the latter part of his life. I will venture to
fay, that no perfon will ever underftand the epifto-
lary parts of the New Teftament, who does not read
them in the method which Mr. Locke recommends
in the introdudtion to his own excellent commen-
tary on the epiftles, But this requires a degree of
attention and mental exertion, which few are able,

* Mr. Haynes affured a friend, ¢ that Sir Ifaac Newton did
¢ not believe our Lord’s pre-exiftence; and that he much la-
¢ mented Dr. Clarke’s embracing Arianifm ; which opinion he.
« feared had been, and ftill would be, if maintained by learned
¢men, a great obftruétion to the progrefs of chn(hamty —

Hay\nes on the Anributes of God, preface, p. 21. :
. and
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and fewer fill are willing, to apply. It is much
eafier to quote texts as apophthegms, in the fenfe
impofed upon them by creeds and homilies, than
to refle®t, compare, and inveftigate for ourlelves.
Mr. W. profefles, and no doubt fincerely, to value
the fcriptures highly; and I am perfuaded that, if
he would teftify his regard by ftudying them in Mr:
Locke’s method, he might, even yet, be gradually in-
troduced into their true fenfe and meaning. But with
him it would be a work of time, labour, and felfe
denial; for the cloud of prejudice which hangs over
his mind would with great difficulty be difpelled.
I do not mean to fay that all Mr. Locke’s interpre-
tations are juft; but he has fupplied us with the
true key to- feripture criticifm, which thofe who
fucceed him, affifted by his previous labours, may
ufe to more advantage than he himfelf has done.
Of this we have a remarkable inftance in Dr. Tay-
"lor’s judicious commentary on the epiftle to the
Romans, and the admirable Key ‘Which he has pre-
fixed to it; in which he explains, and amply con-
firms, the principles of interpretation before ad-
vanced by Mr. Locke. And the fucceffors of Dr.
Taylor, treadmg in the fame fteps, and taking ad-
vantage of his improvements, may advance flill
farther in the fame road. In comparifon with fuch
truly profound and inftruive works, how fuper-
* ficial and trifling are fome popular expofitions, in
which, through the force of prejudice, ignorance of
T 6 - the
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the juft principles of feripture critici{m, or 'a defire
%0 pleafe the multitude, the text is every where -
firained to the popular fenfe, and the apofties are
made to write as though they had been difciples of
the Weftminfter Aflembly of Divines!
. Infidelity is reprefented, p. 468, «as the produc-
# tion of a carclefs and irreligious life, operating
$¢ together with. prejudices and erroneous concep-
® tions concerning the nature of the leading doc-~
¢ trines and fuhdamental tenets of chriftiahity.”
And its progrefs is pretty accurately traced in ¢ the
¢ cafe of young men of condition, bred up among
« pomimal chriftians.” Mr.W. p. 473, denies,  that
¢ the increafe of infidelity in our own days, is in
¢ confequence of the reafonings of the infidel wri-
« ters having been much. ftudied, but from the pro-
s« grefs of luxury, and the decay of morals; and fo
« far as this increafe may be traced at all to the
« works of fceptical writers, it has been produced
“ not by argument and difcuffion, but by farcafms,
¢ and points of wit, which have operated on weak
“ minds.” And he afferts, with-a confidence not
fufliciently founded on fa&, that ¢ the literary op-
« pofers of chriftianity, from Herbert to Hume,
¢ have been feldom read.” He adds, ¢ Their very
“ names would be fcarcely-found, if Leland had not
o preferved them from oblivion.” I fufpe& that
the worthy author isin this inftance under a miftake,
and that the fubtle and plaufible objedtions of Bo-
' 7 lingbroke
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lingbroke and Hume are more read, cven at prefent,
than the fenfible and folid, but dull-and verbofe,
-replies of Leland. '
I thall conclude this letter with ftating, bricfly,
what appear to me fome of the principal caufes of
modern infidelity. 1. The firt and chief is an un-
willingnefs to fubmit to the reftraints of religion,
and the dread of a future life, which leads men to
overlook evidence, and to magnify objections.
2. The palpable abfurdities of creeds generally pro-
fefled by chriftians, which men of fenfc having cone
founded with the genuine do&rines of revelation,
they have reje&ed the whole at once, and without
inquiry. 3. Impatience, and unwxlhngnefs to per-
fevere in the laborious tafk of weighing arguments
and examining obje&tions. 4. Fathion has biafled
the minds of fome young perfons of virtuous charac~
ters, and competent knowledge, to reject revelation,
in order to avoid the imputation of fingularity, and
to efcape the ridicule of thofe with whom they de-
fire to affociate. 5. Pride, that they might at an
cafy rate attain the chara&ter of philofdphers, and
of fuperioriry to vulgar prejudice. 6. Dwelling
upon difficulties only, from which the moft rational
fyftem is not exempt, and by which the moft cane
did, inquifitive, and virtuous minds are fometimes
entangled.
 The mafs of mankind; who never think at all,
but who admit without hefitation. ¢ all that the
“ nurfe
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& nurfe and that the prieft have taught,” can nevert
become fceptics.  Of courfe, the whole clafs of un=-
believers confifts of perfons who have thought, more
ar lefs, upon the fubjeét ; and as perfons of fenfe
feldom difcard at once all the principles in which
they have been educated, it is not wonderful that
many who begin with the higheft orthodoxy pafs
through different ftages of their creed, dropping an
article or two in every ftep of their progrefs, till at
length, weary of their labour, and not knowing
where fo fix, they reje& it altogether. This, to a
fuperficial and timid obferver, appears to be an ob-
jection to freedom of inquiry; for no perfon begin-
ning to inquire can or ought to fay where he will
ftop. But the’ fincere friend to truth will not be
difcouraged: for without inquiry truth cannot be
" afcertained ; and if the chriftian religion fhrinks
from clofe examination in this bold and inquifitive
age, it muft and it ought.to fall. But of this iffue
I "have not the fmalleft apprehenfion. Genuiné
chriftianity ‘can well bear the fiery trial through
which it is now paffing; and while the drofs and
the rubbifh are' confumed, the pure gold will re:
main uninjured, and will come forth from the fur:
nace with increafed luftre. )
I am,
- - Madaxp, &c. -

LETTER
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LETTER XXI. ,

Animadverfions upon Mr. W’ilberﬁr:e’: an-onm gf th
: " Unitorians—=Conclufion. .

MADAM,

THE profpe@ of reft after the -toil of a jou'mcy.
"is not more pleafant to the weary traveller, than to:
me, and probably to my readers, is the near appreach:
of the conclufion of my tafk. 1 requeR’ indulgence’
therefore but forene epiftle mores and then, “having
¢ completed my firain, I will retern to obfcurity®.”
. Mr. W. proceeds, p. 476, to animadycrt upen the'
Unitarians ; and firft, he apologites to his orthodox:
reader, p. 475, for “ conceding the term to the clafs
¢¢ of perfons” who maintain the proper humanity of*
Chrift.- - Mere words are never worth a difputes and;
if the worfhippers of three, or of three hundred,equal,
infinite fpirits choofe to call themfelves Unitarians,:
they have my free confent, provided they allow me-
to ule the word in what appears to me to be its pro--
per fenfe, and to apply it to that defcription of per-
fons to whom alone, in my judgment, it belomge,
A Unitarian, according to the idea which I annex 8.
the term, is one who does not afcribe to a derived Bem‘
any attnbute:, works, or bonours, which reafon and ree.

* Explebo numerum, teddarque tenebris,

K w}atim



vou A Review of Mr. Wilberforce's Treatife.

welation appropriate to God. He therefore is not a
Unitarian, in the proper fenfe of the word, who
either receives Jefus as truly God'; or who, in words
denying his divinity, regards him as the delegate of.
the Father in the formation and adminiftration of
the world; or, laftly, who offers any_ kmd of reli-
gious addreffes to him. The do&rine of the Divine,
Unity is indeed fo cléarly revealed both.in the jéwith-
and the chriftien fériptures, that all chriftians pro.
fefs to believe - it in fome fenfe, thdugh the majority-
hold principles totally repugnant to it.

. Mr.'W. in the plenitude of his chriftian charity,
obfbrves, p. 474, * that the account which his been
« given of the fecret but grand fource of infidelity,
s simy perhups juftly be extended, a8 being not fel-
& ¢om true in the cafe of thofe who deny the fum-
<t.damental doétrines of the gofpel,” m other words,
His:own peculiar opinions. . Now,the account given-
of-the fouree of infidelity, p. 472, is tfiss It ap-
- & pears plainly that infidelity is gencrally thé off:
« fpring of prejudice, and that its fuccefs is maioly:-
st to be afcribed to the depravity of the moral cha-
« raftet” Such, it feems, in Mr. W.'s eftimation,is
thie true acécount of the general fuccefs of that' dve-
trine, whnch wa$ émbraced by Newton, Lardaer,
and Jebb, and by many others, of the moit fplentid
talents and unfpotted charalters, who have devoted-
their time to the ftudy of the fcriptures, and who
are greatly his fuperiors in every branch of facred
literature.
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Titerature. ¢ This fuccefs is mainly to be alcribed.
«'to the depravity of the morsl chara&er.” Surely, -
this gentleman will, upon refletion, for his own.
credit, retract his harfh ‘and unjuft cenfure, which
breathes a fpirit fo inconfiftent with that humility
and candour which he every where profefles. What
right can Mr. W. have to invade the province of the:
Onmiifcient Judge, and to arraign his fellow-fervants, -
and fellow-chriftians, of ¢ moral depravity,” becaufe
they fri&ly adhete to, what they believe to be, the
genuine doftrine of their common Mafter, and re--
folutely reje& all opinions which in their judgment
are unauthorized, and untrue, by whatever epithets
they may be dignified, or by whomfoevér they may
be embraced, defended, or impofed ? ,
In the fanie fpirit of charity, Unitarianifm is re-.
prefented, p. 475, “as a fort of half-way houfe be-
“ tween  orthodoxy and infidelity.” And truly,
whatever might-be the intentioh of ourealous au«:
thor, I, fot bne, am fai from, being offended with.
the quarters he has affigned us; regarding them as.
a proper medium between ineligible extremes. Nor- .
am I athamed even to avow, that, of the two,I would.
rather approach the confines of cold and cheerlefs.
feepticifin, than the burning zone of mercilefs or-;
thodoxy. For, upon the principles of infidelity,. at
‘the very worft; all events take place at random, and+ .
my chance is g8'good 3s that of another man. . But!
if Mr. W5 fyﬁeu’i be true, the univerfe is under:the®
et K2 goverT-
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government of OMNIPOTENT MaLIGNITY; tham’
which no confideration can be more painful and
alarming. - '
At this half-way -houfe we are told that a perfon
travelling ¢ from orthodoxy to infidelity fometimes
4¢ indeed finally ftops ; but not unfrequently he only
“¢ paufes there for a while, and then purfues his pro-
“¢ grefs.” Now, having myfelf been a refident in it
for fome years, I may be fuppofed to know a little
more about it than Mr. W. And I can from expe-
rience affure that gentleman, that it is 2 very fafe,
pleafant, and commodious_ dwelling, in which if he
would venture to take up his abode, he would not
be difpleafed either with his entertainment or his
company. To enjoy the fituation however to the
greatelt advantage, he muft ceafc to look at objes
through the falfe medium of a fervid imagination,
and muft view them in the fober light of rcafon and
truth. « When he becomes a man, he .muft put
4t away childifh things.” He will indeed lofe fome
of his prefent vifionary raptures; but the want of
thefe will be abundantly compenfated by the en-
largement and fimplicity of his views, by the inm-
creafed ftrength and comprehenfion of his mipd, ahd
by the propen diretion of his religious -afféfions...
Our authdr is miftaken if he means to reprefent,
the majority of thofe who enter this manfion es enly
fojourners, * paufing for:a while, qurthen;putfuing .
&5 ghojc .progrefs- to- infidelity.” Some, it-muft be
e ¢ - confefled,

E—.
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confefled, of whom we once entertairied better Bopes,
have deferted our fociety. We formed, alas, an er-
roneous judgment of their charallers. ¢ They
¢ went out from us becaufe they were not of us; if
¢ they had been of us, they would no doubt have
¢ continued with us*” They either did not un-
derftand their prineiples; or-they were perplexed
with difficulties which perhaps patience and atten-
gion might have folved: or they did not fufficiently
fieel the practical energy of chriftian truth; or they
might poffibly be too much influenced by love of the
world, to advancement_in which, the profeffion of
‘wnpopular truth'is no {mall obftrution. But it is
not our province to judge. They have a Mafter.to
whom they are accountable ; and by his decifion they
muft abide. May that fentence be favourable l—In
‘the mean time, Mr. W. may be affured, that ths
pumbcr wha have left us are few in’ comparifon
with thofe whp_remain, or who are-daily joining
themfelves to our fociety. - And though the believers
in certain * peculiar dotrines” may think us extra-
vagant in our expelations, I can-affure them: that
we do not defpair of the advent of a glorious period,
in the revolution of ages, when the Unitarian Church
fhall comprehend in its ample inclofure the whole
chnﬂ‘.umzed world. o

Mr. W. does the Unitarians the juftice to ac-
knowledge, p- 47 5, ¢¢ that their teachers by no means

® 2 Johnxi.a9. .. .
K3 oo profcfs
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¢ profefs to abfolve their followers from the unbemi-
“ ing ftriC&nefs of chriftian morality. They prefcribe
¢ the predominant love of God, and an habitual
¢ fpirit of devotion.” Left however they fhould-be
exalted above meafure by this liberal conceflion, he
adds, “ But it is an unqueftionable fa&, a fa& which
4 they them{elves a/moff admit, that this clafs of re~
« Jigionifts,” as he is pleafed to ftyle them, * i$.not
“ in general diftinguifhed for fuperior purity of life
¢ and ftill lefs for that frame of mind, which, by the
¢ injun&ion to’ be fpiritually, hot carnally minded,
1¢ the word of God prefcribes to us, as one of the
" # fureft tefts of our expenencmg the vual power of
¢ chriftianity.” Y 1
Such is the very candld judgment which Mr. Ws
forms of the moral and réligious charater of the .
Unitarians. How nearly refembling: the temper. of
the Pharifee in the parable: ¢ Ged, I:thank thee;
« that I am not as other men are, nor even as this¢
¢ publican.” How clofely bordering upon that fu-
percilious fpirit which our Lord reproves in the jews,
who concluded, becaufe ¢ the Son of Man came eat-
¢ ing and drinking,” and affe@ing no habits of au-
fterity or unneceflary fingularity, that he muft there-
fore « be the friend, and aflociate, of publicans and -
« finners!” But, be it known to Mr. W. and to alt
who, like him, are dlfpofed to condemn their bre-
thren unheard, that if the Unitarians were inclined
to boaft in the chara€érs 6f shofc who have pro-
: . fefled
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fefled their principles, ¢ they have whereof to glory;”
and that they could bring forward names of allowed
and tranfcendent excellence, to whofe diftinguifhed
merits their enemies themfelves have been compel-
led to bear their unwilling teftimony. And if they
took pleafure in expofing the faults of their more
orthodox brethren, they likewife have tales to un-
* fold, which would reflect little credit either on the
parties or on their principles. But of fuch mutual
reproaches there would be no end, nor can any ad-
vantage accrue from them to any caufe. And [
hope, that the only reply which chriftians who think
with me will ever vouchfafe to charges of this kind,
is by the filent eloquence and powerful argument of
a virtuous and ufeful life.

In the fame fpirit of charity, the author proceeds
“to remark, p. 476, that “ in point of fa&, Unitari-
¢ anifm fcems to be reforted to, not merely by thofe
& who are difgufted with the pecaliar dullrines” of
¢ chriltianity (that is, Mr. W.’s opinions), but by
% thofe alfo who are feeking a refuge from the
« ftriCknefs of her praltical precepts; and who more
¢ particularly would efcape from the obligation

¢ which fhe impofes on her adherents, rather to in-
« cur the dreaded charge of fingularity, than fall in
« with the declining manners of ‘a diflipated age.)’
Upon this affertion I fhall only obferve, that for a
perfon to profefs the obnoxious principles of Unita~
riani{m in order to avoid the imputation of Gngula-

: K4 - - - TitPy
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rity, is fomething like a man’s cafting himfelf into
the fea to efcape drowning. It would be an a&
of pure infanity®,

Mr. W, p. 476, attempts to account for the ad-
miflion of ¢ Unitarianifm, where it may be fupa
“ pofed to preceed from the underftanding, rather
% than from the heart,” but wifely declines ¢ enter-
% ing into a controverf{y,” upon which he decides fo
peremptorily, and of which he knows fo little. Since
however he has thought proper to aflign principles
and motives to the Unitarians, fo widely different
from the real grounds ef their faith and pradlice, 1
will take the liberty in a few words to fet him right.

The Unitarians believe, upon grounds common to
all chriftians, that Jefus of Nazareth was a divinely
" eommiffioned teacher of truth and righteoufnefs ;
and that, having been publicly crucified by his ene~.
mies, he was raifed from the dead on the third day.
‘They regard it as an indifpenfible duty to. believe
whatever he was commiffioned to teach. And par-
ticularly, upon the evidence of his do&rine and re-
furre&tion, they expe& a general refurreflion of the
dead, * both of the juft and ef the unjuft;* and 2
fubfequent ftate of retribution, in which all fhall be
treated in exa& correfpondence with their moral

charallers. -

* Numerous and increafing as the Unitarians certainly are,

their number is fill very fmall in proportion to that of the advo-
cates for the popular fyftem, and the obloquy to which they are

is notori
expefed is notorious. That
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That Unitarians believe Jefus to have been 2
man, for the fame reafons for which they believe
the proper humanity of Peter and Paul, of Mofes
and Abraham. He appeared as a man, he called
himfelf a man, he was believed by all his compa-
nions and contemporaries to be a man, he had all
the accidents of a manj; he was.born, he lived, he
ate and drank, and flept ; he converfed, he rejoiced,
he wept, he fuffered, and he died as other men.
. ‘That he was nathing mere than a man, poffefled
of extraordinary powers and invefted withan extra-
erdinary divine commiffion, and that he had no ex-
-iftence previous to his birth, they believe, fimply
upon this ground, that there is no evidence to-prove
the contrary. It is not incumbent upon them, nor
do they pretend, to produce proof, that a perfon who
'appcared as 2 man was really fuch. If any maintain
that Jefus of Nazareth was fomething more than a
human being, whether an angelic, fuperangelic, or
divine perfon, it is their bufinefs to prove their af=
fertion.

Evidence, fuch as it is, has been produced; and it
confifts of certain texts of feripture, chiefly taken
from the New Teftament, which are thought to
teach, or toimply, the doftrine*. Now, the Unita.

rians

* A perfon who has not paid particular attention to the fub-

je&t, would be furprifed to find how very few texts thefe are
which even %em direétly to. affert the pre-exiftence of Chrift. I
: any
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rians pledge themfelves to (hew that all thefe paffages
are either interpolated, corrupted, or mifundefftood.
“This they do by critical inquiries, either into the
authenticity of the text, or into its proper meaning
in the connexion in which it ftands*®. Unitarians
therefore are univerfally friends to a careful, dili-
gent, and critical ftudy of the feriptures.

Here the argument refts. No fatisfaltory evi-
‘dence having been produced of the pre-exiftence
and deity of Jefus of - Nazareth, the do&trine of
courfe falls to the ground ; and with it all thofe
anti-chriftian oRinions which are blended with it, or

‘sny one is defirous to learn the true dofrine of the New Tclta-
ment upon this fubjed, let him collect the texts that arethought
dire&ly or indire&ly to fupport it, and likewife thofe in which
the titles, attributes, works, and honours of Deity are thought
to'be afcribed to Chrift ; and, compaiing e *";"“"“’""" g:';:
of thefe texts by the writers for and againft the pre-exiltence
and deity of Chrift, a ferious and unprejudiced inquirer will
foon difcover on which fide the weight of argument lies. This
4s the true way of afcertaining the point in quetion. But it re-
quires time, labour, patience, and candour. It is a much ftherter
and eafier courfe, to fay at once of a dofrine, ¢ that it is the
¢ offspring of prejudice, and that its fuccefs is mainly to be
“ afcribed to the depravity of the moral charaéter.” )

" # See the Commentary of Grotius, Dr. Lardner’s letter on
the Legos, Mr. Lindfey’s Apology for refigning the Vicarage of
Catsarick, and the Scquel to that Apolegy ; alfo, Hopton Haynes
on the Attributes of ‘God. For the do&tine of ez primitive
Chuych concormug the perfon of Chrift, fee Dr, Pricftley’s
Hiflary of Egsly Opioions.

ﬁow
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fow from it. To maintain, that a more fplendid
and coftly fcheme of redemption would have been
more cfficacious, and more worthy of God, is highly
indecent. It is arraigning infinite Wifdom at the
tribunal of human Folly. The fa& is, that God has
actually ¢ fent the maa Chrift Jefus to fave us from
¢ our iniquities * and we are fure that this method
of falvation is the beft, becaufe ‘God hath chofen .
it. '
- 'This fhort abRraét of Unitarian principles will
~ enable us to judge of the valuc of an argument pro-
pofed in a work entitled Calvinifm and Socinianifm
Compared, upon which Mr. W. p. 476, pafles 2
very high encomium ; and'the amount of which is,
~ # We Calvinifts being much better chriftians than
“ you Socinians, our do&'nne muﬁ: of courfc be
« ttue.” :
- To this "manerry defence of the doQrines of
¢ chriftianity, and acute refutation of the oppofité
¢ errors,” Mr. W. and his friends are highly wels
eome. The Unitarians will not trefpafs upon the
holy ground. We have learned, that « not he who
«-commendeth himfelf is approved, but whom the
« Lord commendeth™:” and, fatisfied with this, we
wait with cheerful confidence the decifion of that
day “ which fhall try every man’s work.” In the
mean time we reft our caufle upon the fcriptures
qrmcally examined, and jydicioufly nphmed This

-®2Cor. x. 18 -
way
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way of reafoning is branded, in the fame % mafterly
¢ performance *,” as ¢ mangling and altering the
¢ tranflation to our own minds:” which brings te
my recolle@tion the honeft quaker's exclamation;
« Q argument! O argument! the Lord rebuke thee.”?
From the rafh cenfures of petulant ignorance, we
appeal to the deliberate judgment of men of enlight-
ened minds and found learning; who teftify their
regard to the fcriptures, not by empty profeflions,
nor by blind fubmiffion to vulgar ‘interpretations,
but by makirg them the fubject of gandid, fericus,
and impartial inveftigation ; and in fuch a coust we
expe&t with confidence a favourable verdi&. :

-1 have now, Madam, finithed the ftriGtures; which
at your requeft I drew up, on “Mr. W.’s Pra&ical
¢ View of, the prevailing religious Syftem of pro--
¢ fefled Chriftians;” and which, though originally
intended for -your private -ufe, I have confented, °
with your permiflion, and.at the defire of fome can-
did and judicious friends, to fybmit to the publie
eye. My intention in writing has not been to de-
preciate Mr. W.’s charalter ; for I think well both
of his underftanding and of his heart; and the
goodnefs of his intentions in the publication before
us cannot be too highly applauded. Leaft of alk
has it been my with to difparage genuine and prac- -
tical chriftianity. My defign has been, to fhew that
the worthy writer is totally miftaken in the n;':an:by

* Calvinifm and Socinianifm Compared, p. 252.
T which
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. ‘which he would accomplifh his benevolent purpofe of
making men wifer and better; and that the opinions
which he reprefents as the “ grand peculiarities” of
chriftianity are erroneous in the extreme, and defti-
tute of all fupport from the fcriptures; that they
calumniate human nature, and derogate exceedingly
both from the moral chara&ter and from the abfo-
lute fupremacy of God; that they magnify pofitive
rites to a degree which muft neceffarily diminith the
attention to moral duties; alfo, that they tend to
contrat the mind, and to fill it with vifionary fpe-
culations, with gloomy apprehenfions, and too often
with malignant paffions, the reverfe of the liberal
and cheerful fpirit of genuine chriftianity. Upon
thefe fubje@s I hope that I have expreffed myfelf in
a manner becoming a candid and ferious advocate
for truth, without bitternefs or undue warmth. I

~ truft alfo, that what has been advancéd cannot eafily
be mifunderflocd; though I do not flatter myfelf that
it will not be mifreprefented. How far 1 may have
fucceeded in my profefled defign, muft be left to
your fuperior difcernment, and to the judgment of
an impartial Public.

I have the honour to be, Madam,

Your mott obedicnt fervant,

: THOMAS BELSHAM,
Hackney,
Feb, 149 1798
Priated by J, Davis, Chancery Lanes
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TO THE

RIGHT HONOURABLE AND RIGHT REVEREND

FREDERICK, .

LORD BISHOP OF DERRY.

R ———

AMONG the few of your Lordthip’s Eccle-
fiaftical Dignity, who have nobly dared to affert the
Rights of Civil and Religious Liberty, and thought
no adtion foreign or unfuitable to their holy profeffion,
which could advance the interefts of mankind—the
Bithops of the fee of Derry have been the moft
diftinguithed ; and your Lordfhip, though laft, not
leaft, amongft that facred band.

If I had, therefore, no private favours to ace
knowledge—no perfonal efteem or regard to teftify,
which no one knows to value more highly, or can
hold more dear, than myfelf—I fhould ftill look up

A 3 to
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to you as the ableft Advocate for that liberty I have:
claimed, and folicit the fan&ion of your name to.
patronize thefe Difcourfes.

The purpofe for which they were written, will
juftify this choice.

To difpel from Chriftianity that dark cloud of
myflery, which has been fo long hanging over it,.
and to exhibit it in its native drefs, in which we
fee it in the Scriptures, and thus to recommend it to
its votaries, and attach them to its fervice, was the
defign of this publication. :

To effe@ this, I have exercifed the right of
private judgment in my Interpretations of the
Scriptures, neither prefuming to be infallible myfelf,
nor acknowledging that claim in others. I have
thus endeavoured to place our Religion upon its
" only firm and immoveable bafis—the Word of God
explained by every individual for himfelf.

Could we once be brought to think, that the-
worft Herefy is a bad life —that no Church can be:
in Danger, which has no corruptions in it—that
- the only Atonement for our fins, is Repentance and
Amendment—that the Faith we ought to contend
for is,  That which was once delivered to the Saints.”
Could we.but agree about thefe fundamental parts of
our religion, it would matter little, how much we
difagreed about the reft. Were thole barriers beaten
down, which have bezn kept up, to create diftinc-

: ticns,
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tions, and kindle animofities—inftead of a unigy of
opinion, which cannot be obtained, we might be held
together by the only bond that can be lafting, and
"known by the only mark of diftin@tion that is worth
‘preferving, it being the true Chriflian one—our lve
and good-will towards each other. :
The happy effe@ts of this Chriftian temper, have
"been widely fpread throughout your Lordfhip’s
diocefe. That liberality of mind and equal regard
which you have always thewn to good men of all
denominations, has helped to unite the moft dif-
cordant fe&ts—to foften the rancour which Prejudice
and Bigotry had foftered—and as far as it was
neceffary for every good purpofe of fociety, melted
down into a general union, thofe jarring and dif-
fonant opinions ; and made all confpire to promote,
the happinefs of each other; the diftinguithing ap-
pellations of Catholic, Prefbyterian, and Churchman,.
have all been funk into the common name of
. Cpriftian. Aud the only ftruggle that now fubfifts
between them is, which fhould give the greateft
proofs of their zeal, and their affetion to their
common Friend and Patron.
And is it to be wondered at, that fuch peace
"and unanimity fhould now prevail in a city, once
the feat of party rage and religious hatred? The
citizens alike percciving, that your differing from
any individual in opinion, produced in you no di-
minution:
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minution of perfonal regard for bim, caught the fame:
liberality of fpirit, and were atuated by the fame
fentiments towards each other. Thus when your
Lordfhip nobly propofed to ere€t a Chapel for the
Roman Catholics of Derry, there was not a Church-
man or Se&ary, who did not eagerly adopt your
truly Catholic principle, and contend for the honour
of laying the firft ftone of that edifice®. The.
Eflablifbment, in particular, faw no Danger to them-

felves

* What fatisfation it muft have afforded to a
liberal mind, to have feen the Bifhop of the Diocefe,
with the Titular Bithop, joined by the Mayor of the
Corporation, the Dean of the Cathedral, and the Two
Diffenting Minifters, all going in proceflion to lay the
firft -ftone of the Popifh Chapel ; which is now com-
pleted, and affords an example that does honour to the
Prelate, and to the citizens that followed it. Blufh,

~ ye zealots and bigots, and learn for once a leffon of
good-will and Chriftian charity, from thofe ye have

been taught to hate and to defpife.~We have had our

~ proceflion too in this couatry, (or rather our avTo
pa FE); butit has been of a far different kind from
that above-mentioned. It was not indeed pEr-
SONALLY ATTENDED by Bifops and Magiftrates,
nor was it fet on foot with the defign of laying 1be firpt
Lone of any place of aworfbip ; but with the oppofite
intention of ot leaving one flone upon another in ‘any
religious



DEDICATION. i

felves from performing the offices of friendfhip and
humanity towards the members of a different Comm
munion ; nor did they pollute the name of their
Church, to fandify Oppreffion, Violence, and Wrong.

~———pudet hec opprobria nobis
Et dici potuiffe, et non pptuiffe refelli.

Your own liberal example, my Lord, has con-
fpired with-the wifdom of the Legiflature, which has
had no occafion to regret the conceffion of a full
enjoyment of religious rights to the Diffenters of
Ireland; as it has found, that the obligation to the
difcharge of civil duties, has not been leflened, but
increafed, by fuch a grant, And let us hope, that
the time is coming, when this wife policy will be
adopted by every Legiflature ;—when not only the-
Proteftant Diffenters, but every other clafs of
Chriftians, will enjoy both their Religious and Civil
Rights ; —and when the State fhall wifely avail itfelf, °
of the abilities and integrity of every citizen—and

: when
religious ftructure, whofe form was not exadly ac.
cording to the plan laid down by the State. Such is
the difference between duilding and burning ! The one
-proceeding from ‘the true Chriftian {pirit of bene-
volence and good-will to all: The other, from the
blind and furious rage of perfecuting zeal and in~
tolerant bigotry.
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when a&tive exertions in behalf of Civil and Religious
Liberty, will be the only T¢/f that remains for a free
and happy people to give of their zeal for a country,
which merits their attachment, by bleffing every
virtuous inhabitant with equal and impartial privie
leges,

I have the honour to. be,
My Lorbp,
With great' efteem and regard,
Your Lognsmp’s
Very obliged and obedient
Humble Servant,

GEO. ROGERS.
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MATT. xVi. 18.

Upon this Reck 1 will build my Church, and the Gates
of Hell fball not prevail againft it.

A

OUR Saviour having worked many miracles,
in teftimony of his divine miffion, was willing to
learn, whether thefe proofs had produced theirproper
effedts, by leading men to conclude, that they were
certain evidences of his being the Mefliah. He-
afked his Difciples, faying, “ Whom do men fay,
that I, the fon of man, am?” _He aflumes no
title above others; but ranks himfelf with the reft of
;mankind ; with all thofe who were equally < the
fons of men »’ with himfelf; and leaves it to
them to make the diftintion which marked the -
peculiarity of his charater; that they might afcribe
it to the works he had performed, and not to any
thing naturally fuperior to others in his perfon. The
anfwer they made was, ¢ Some fay, that thou art
John the Baptift ; fome Elias; ard others Jeremias ;
cor one of tie Prophets.” However miftaken they
were with regard to the exat perfon of Chrift, yet
every ons agreed in looking upon him as a human

B &g,



(4 )
~ -being, though endued with authority, and a divine
commiffion. He afks again, ¢« But whom, fay yes
that I am !’ They had been his conflaiit attendants,
had heard his do€trines, and feen his miracles, and
were qualified to give a moft exprefs anfwer to this
queftion. Accordingly, Simon Peter anfwered, and
faid, « Thou art the Chrift, the Son of the living
God.” i.e. Thou art the Mefliah, the expefted
Prophet, that was to come into the world. His
being ¢ the Son of the 1iVihig God” was peculiar to
him, in this refpet only, that he was highly favoured
in having a divine commiffion given him; and'
deferved the title in a more eminent degree than
others, on account of his exemplary virtue, and
' perfec obedience to the will of God ;- for all good
men are, in Scripture, fliled ¢ Sons of God,”
,t‘hough in' a fenfe inferior to that which is applied
to Chrift. Peter gave fo juft a defcription. of the
perfon and chara&ter of Chrift, that our Lord ¢ an-
¢« fwered, and faid ‘unto him, Blefled art thou,
¢« Simon Barjona; for flefh and blood hath not
¢ revealed it unto thee, but my Father, which is in
& Heaven; and I alfo fay unto thee, that thou art
¢« Peter, and upon this Rock I will build my
% CrurcH, and the Gates of Hell fhall not prevail
L« againﬁ it.”  That is, Happy are you, that you
have formed this opinion of me, and have not taken
it up lightly, or from .mere report, but have con-
cluded from conviion, that I could not have done
the miracles which you have feen, or taught the
. 1 - do&trine
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do&rine you have heard, if I had not been commiffioned
by my heavealy Father to fill the office, and anfwer
the charaQer you have afcribed to me. And this I
affirm to you, that the confeflion of faith which you

" . have now made, and the belief of this fingle article,

of my being the Meffiah, is that fundamental truth,
on which my religion thall be eftablithed ; and what-
ever may be the attempts of its enemies, to prevent
its reception in the world, it fhall ftill fpread, and
finally prevail over all oppofition.

This is the evident meaning of the text. But as
the ufe of words without clear and precife ideas an-
nexed to them, gives occafion to the grofleft errors,’
and the moft material perverfion of the plaineft
things; and as this effeét has been produced in no
inftance more remarkably, than in the mifconception
of what is really meant by the word church ; Ithall
in the following difcourfe confider, Firft, the fcripture
meaning of that term; and fhall, Secondly, thew,
- that according to our Saviour’s declaration, no -
danger can poflibly befall it.

Firft, The word “ Church,” in fcripture, as well _
as in profane authors (@), invariably means an « Af-

' B2 fembly.”

(a) Exnowx, amongft the Greeks, meant an Af-
fembly, called together vpon any public bafinefs, to
enalt laws &c. ECovhouny v wr, 0 Admiaios, Tas ExxAnovag
vmo Ty eQssxotwr ogdug NomesoSas. ZEfchines paflim.—
@y EMnoiz, Deorum concilium, an Affembly of the
Gods. Lucian.
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fembly.” Wherever there was a number of Chrif-
tians, fmall or great, collefted together, that meet-
. ing was called “ a church ;> and it took its name
from the perfons who aflembled, not the place in
. which they met. Nor was it any particular order or
defcription of perfons amongft them, but the whole
body aflembled that conflituted this ¢ Church.” A
few inftances will ferve ‘to prove this. <« Salute
Prifcilla and Aquila, and the church-which is in their
houfe () :* which means a number of perfons pro-
fefling Chriftianity, in that particular houfe or familys
and has no manner of relation to the place itfelf where
they were affembled ; but the perfons or family in it
are ftiled < the church.” “ No church com-:
municated with me, but ye only (¢).” The Apoftle
addreffes himfelf to the Philippians, as “the churchs”
remarking the difference between their conduct
towards him, and that of others. « Ye are come
to the general afémbly, and church of the firft’
born (d).”” Thefe terms are fynonimous, and fo
they are tranflated in two paﬁhges of the Adls.
« The affembly was confufed.” « He difmiffed the
affembly (¢) ;” which fenfes could not be given to.
the
. () Rom. xvi. 15.
{c) Phil. iv. 13.
(d) Heb. xii. 23. .
(¢) Ats xix. 32. 40. - w Exdacia ovyxexvutrsy ame-
Avas Ty Exxdnciar.
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the word church, fuppofing ‘it to have been the place
of meeting. ¢ If the whole church be come to-
gether in one place (f) ;" thatis, if all the chriftians
_of a certain diftri® be aflfembled together. Thefe
and other inftances in fcripture oblige me to give
this conftruction to the word Exxansix, The congre-
gation, and not the place, forms the idea of it.

As there was no patticular place appointed for
thefe meetings, fo neither were there any perfons ap-
pointed to prefide, with any degree of power or
authority, over the reft ; but a general equality pre-
vailed amongft them. ‘They acknowledged no other
fuperior than Chrift. He is ftiled, * the Head of the
Body, the Church(g): that is, the whole fociety.
And to fhew the perfe& equality that fubfifted
between the members of it, they are all ftiled
brethren, « The Head of every man was Chrift (5).”
He had no other fuperior in religious matters.—The
Apoftles themfelves enjoyed no power but what
related to their divine miffion ; the power of working
miracles, of prophefying, and fpeaking with tongues.
And even thefe powers were imparted, by the
Apoftles, to a!l chriftians in general, and were not
confined to any particular order amongft them.,
Stephen (), who was: chofen by the congregation
to the menial office of ferving tables, preached,

B3 . ~ fand

(/) 1 Cor. xiv. 23. (g) Colofl. i. 16,
(b) s Cor. xi. 3.~ (i) Aés vi. 5. 8.
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“ and did great wonders and miracles among the
people.” The qualifications required of thofe who
. were to fill the moft important offices in the church,
were age, piety, and prudence; and as far as the
powers of perfuafion, example, and gravity could go,
they might excrcife them to the full : but fupremacy

and fpiritual dominion they had none; and where -

the interefts of the gofpel were not immediately con-
cerned, the Apoftles and Elders had no more power
than private chriftians. If an offence was committed
by one chriftian againft another, and the matter
could not be fettled privately, or by the friendly
interference of one or two others, the church itfelf,
that is, the whole aflembly of chriftians, was con~
fulted in the laft refort (4). < If he fhall negle&t
to hear them, tell it to the church.” If he did
not fubmit to this decifion, he was excluded the
fociety, which was the whole of their excommunica-
tion. The rules relating to this difcipline, amounted
to little more than a direction not to keep bad com-
pany; and the great bond of union which held this
fociety to;gether, was love and charity.

" This is the account we have of the church which
Chrift eftablithed ; which, for its piety and fim-
plicity, may well deferve our admiration, And ‘if a

. comparifon were drawn between sz and modern

churches, the utility and advantages it poffefles,

above

(%) Matt. xviii. 17..
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above thofe human inftitutions ; nay, I had almoft
faid, its dire® oppofition to them all, would be toa
confpicuous to be diffembled. There was no ftrefs
laid upon the place where chriftians fhould meet, nor
any intimation given, that one fort of edifice was
more proper than another to aflemble in, for the
worthip of God; a peculiarity, which with fome
people, enters very much into their idea of a true
church, and of the efficacy of their prayers offered up
in it. All were invited into it, without any dif-
crimination of fe& or party, gentile as well as jew.
« Preach the gofpel to every creature (1), was the
commiflion, and the terms were as plain: “ He that
believeth, and is baptized, fhall be faved.” The
conditions of admiflion into a church, at this time,
are not fo eafy.  Many things are required to be
believed, which are not in the gofpel, before a perfon
is allowed to .enter into it. It cannot therefore be
¢ preached to every creature” in that unlimited
degree it was ordered, as there are many who refufe
to receive it, on account of thofe other articles of
faith which have been fuperadded to it. There was
no diftin& order of men who had exclufively ap-

propriated to themfelves the denomination of the:

church, or what we now‘call the clergy. But
“ unto every believer was given grace, according to
¢ the meafure of the gift of Chrift (m).”” In greater

(1) Mark xvi, 15, 16. )
(=) Ephef, iv. 7. 11. 12, 3 Cor. xils 7. 11,

.

degree-
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degree indeed to fome than to others; and for the

fole purpofe ¢ of perfeting the faints for the work of
¢ the miniftry, for the edification of the body of
« Chrift ;” not to be lords over the faith of others,
or to exercife a fpiritual fupremacy. We read indeed
of Elders and Bithops, or Overfeers, who were to
infpe&t the condu& of their chriftian converts, and
who, from their age were fitteft to add the force of
example to the piety of their precepts. And thefe
venerable teachers are defcribed under the image of
fhepherds and guides; offices in themfelves, low and
humble, but fan&ified by the ufe they were to make
of them ; which was to fecure their followers from
error, and lead them into the way of truth; not to
blind their eyes and fhut out the light of their under-
ftandings, and then make them believe that they
were in the right path. The Apoftles, and firft
preachers, undertook a burthen, not an office of
power and authority ; they wens better and poorer
than other people, not their lords and mafters. The
officers which are now fuppofed neceffary to con-
ftitute a church, vaftly exceed thofe of the primitive
one in number, and fall as much thort of them in
pomt of uullty (n). Nor was the difcipline of the
‘ . church

" (xy Inour common idea of the Englith church, the

body of the people is hardly included. It is fuppofed
to confift of the ng, as fupremc head; of Arch-
3 .« S blfhops,
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church of Chritt exercifed with any feverity, ¢ The -
delivery of men over to Satan (¢),”” was by no means
a configning them to the punifhment of the damned
in the next world, after having tortured them to
death in this. Amendment, not their deftru&ion,
was the object. It was done, that they ¢ might
learn” not < to fpeak ill” of religion, which was.
of fo holy a nature, as not to admit a bad man into
it  And thefe perfons whom the Apoftle fpeaks ofy
were of the moft abandoned caft ; apoftates ; men
who had both facrificed their faith and confcience,
and become fuch a difgrace to their calling, that they
were fit only to affociate with the profligate and im-'.
moral ; with thofe who were ¢ enemies” to the
gofpel, and its greateft «oppofers.” « This deliver-
% ing over to Satan,” is very different from deliver-:
ing over to the civil magiftrate and the executioner j-
and if they had not € made thipwreck of a good
confcience (p),” as well as their ¢ faith,” they
would not have been treated as bad men, but as mif-
taken;

bithops, Bithops, Priefts, Deacons, Deans, Arch-
deacons, Convocations, Chancellors, Treafurers, Pra-
ceators, Prebendaries, Canons, Petty Canons, Re&ors,,
Vicars, Curates, Chaplains, Chorifters, Organifts,.
Parifh Clerks, Vergers, Sextons, &c. Vide Robertfon’s
Attempt to explain the words Reafon, Subftance, &c.

p- 171.
>(0)..t ‘Tim. i. 19. zo. (#) 1 Tim. i 19.
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taken ones. The inflition of tortures, and death, in alt
its hideous forms, for 2 want of faith, in what reafon
" cannot comprehend, or for entertaining a doubt -
about the authority which impofes fuch a belief, ‘was
a refinement in cruelty referved for later ages of the
chutch. The apoftles and firft chriftians had learned
a better leffon from their mafter, * who came not
to deftfoy mens’ lives, but to fave them (g).” ~And
this he faid, when his difciples wanted him ¢ to call
down fire from heaven” to confume thofe diffenters
and heretics, the Samaritans () : he told them ¢¢ they
- knew not what the true fpirit of their religion was ;*
that it breathed nothing but love and charity, and
embraced all mankind, as brethren ; and that no dif-
ference of worthip, or of religious opinion, ought to
abate ' their good will, or leflen the:r good aéhons,
one towards another.

Having confidered the fcripture meaning of the
word ¢ church,” I fhall fecondly fhew, that accord-
ing to our faviour’s declaration, no ¢ danger” can
poflibly befall it. -

Had all other churches been built with the f#me
materials with the ¢ church of Chrift,”” there would
never have been any complaint about their decay,
or apprehenfions for their fall. That Jefus was the
¢ Chrift” « the fon of the living God,” was the
~ ¢ rock upon which the church of Chrift was built.”

. . : . It

(¢) Luke ix. 5y. (r) Luke ix. 54. *
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It has withftood the ravages of time, the violence of
the floods, and the fury of the ftorms that have
beaten upon it; and nothing has. been able to thake
it, for it was founded upon a ¢ rock (s).”” Other
churchcs have fince been faid to be conftruéted upon
this model ; but the danger they are now in, from
the decayed ftate of them, plainly proves that they
were built upon a very different foundation. The
apoltle tells us, « Qther foundation can no man lay
than that is laid,”” which is ¢ Jefus Chrift.” Now
it is certain, an attempt has been made to lay a very
different foundation, and to build upon it. Several
other propofitions, quite contrary to chriftianity,” and
deftructive of it, arc deemed its fundamental truths ;;
but as they arc neither agrecable to reafon, nor the
word of God, it cannot be expected they thould have
his power or fan&ion to fupport them. The founda-
tion that is laid byb the < apoftles and prophets” will
remain firm and unmoveable; but « if any man
- ¢ build upon this foundation, wood, hay, ftubble,
¢ his work fhall be made manifeft; the day fhall
« declare it, becaufe it fhall be revealed by fire, and
« the fire fhall try every man’s work of what fort it
“is(t).” Wherever the fitions of men fhall be
fubftituted for the word of God, or a2 motley mixture
of abfurd and unfcriptural dotrines fhall be fuper-
added to it, it fhall plainly appear  whofe work it

e 2

ls.

(s) Luke vi. 48. (t) 1 Cor. iii. r1. 12, 13.
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is.” Revelation and myftery—light and darknefs,
are fo oppofite to each other, that if men are (ufk-
fered to ufe their reafon and fenfes, they never can .
be under a miftake abqut them ; and when once they
fhall exercife their faculties in the feaich after truth,
and bring their opinions to their only teft, the
fcriptures—then will come the fiery trial to the hay,
wood, and ftubble—to the whole fabric of error,
which has been building for ages, and will pafs away
like a vifion. Such an antichriftian church as this,
muft ever be in danger; and no wonder that. the
members of it are in fuch conftant alarms about it.
If any worldly power could procure it aid, it has
every fecurity which that can give, Large revenues
* are allotted to its defence, and every allurement held
out to thofe who will engage in its fervice. It is
guarded by reftriCtions, fenced in by pains and
penalties, and is by LAw rsTABLISHED. With all
thefe fupports, ftill it is in danger, and ever crying
out for help, Sure this betrays fome very great
weaknefs within, as it is fo well defended from with-
out! Great is the power of the civil magiftrate, but
no power can make a propofition true, which is in
Ttfelf falfe; or maintain, by force, the reafonablenefs
of injudicious laws. He may filence the voice of
truth, but is not able wholly to flifle it. He may
bribe men to profefs the groffeft contradiGion—but
no authority can infift upon- their believing it. Moft
human eftablifhments of religion have been pro-
. ST QoRine



(_xs)'

dutive of floth, ignorance, and hypocrify in its pro-
feffors—cramping the beft faculties of the mind, and
enflaving it to prieftcraft and folly. ‘The religion
of Chrift ftands in no need of fuch affiftance, and can
fupport itfelf by its own ftrength, and its own evi-
dences. It not only made its way in the world, at
its firft promulgation, without the aid of the civil
power, but in oppofition to it; and this at a time
when it was preached by a few poor, friendlefs, and
illiterate fifhermen. Thefe firft preachers had no
rewards to diftribute, no honours to beftow ; nothing
to intereft their followers, or retain them in their
caufe. On the contrary, bonds, imprifonment, and
death, were their certain portion. Yet notwith-
ftanding all thefe difcouragements, they went forth
to the confli®, with no other armour than truth, and
no other comfort than a good confcience. With
thefe, in a fhort time, they overcame the prejudices
of the Jews, the idolatry of the Gentiles, and effected
a revolution in religion, when every power in this
world was combined to cruth it. Could natural
means have produced fo fudden and fo wonderful a
convulfion? Noj; the fame power that firft gave
rife to chriftianity, continued to fupport.it, But it
has met with oppofition, not only from open enemies,
but falfe friends; and the latter have done it mote
differvice than the former ; under pretence of what
they have called eftablifhing, they have helped to
undermine it, and decftroy its efficacy; and in order
. C A0N
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to improve what was already perfeQ, they have
added fuch errors and corruptions, as are a fcanddl
and ‘difgrace to it. And as men are fonder of their
own inventions than they are of truth, they have
guarded thefe fitions with more care and jealoufy,
than they have the vital principles of the gofpel.
Thefe unfubftantial do&rines being in danger from
the weakeft attack, the approach to them is diligently
watched, and no lefs rigorous injunétions given to
prevent a furprife, than were by Mofes to ‘the
Ifraelites, to keep them from Mount Sinai : ¢ Thou
« fhalt fet bounds unto the people, round about,
¢« faying, take heed to yourfelves, that ye go not up
« into the Mount, or touch the border of it, whofo-
¢¢ ever fhall touch the Mount fhall be furely put te
« death (v).”” Thus expofed as chriftianity has been
to the affaults of its open -enemies, and the mif-
guided zeal of its falfe friends ; it has ftill furmounted
all difficulties, has even gained ftrength by oppofition,
and proved the truth of our Saviour’s predition,
¢¢ that the gates of Hell fhall not prevail againft
it,” '

From what has been faid, thefe conclufions na-
“turally follow :

Firft, Before we complain of the church being
in danger, we thould conifider well what church we
mean. If it be the <¢ church of Chrift,” our fears
are vain ; for we are affured by our Lord himfelf,

ne

(v) Exod. xix. 12.
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- flo danger fhall befall it. But if we be anxious for
any other church, our fears are too well founded ;
and there is no way to remove them, but by making.
it as like the former as poffible, both in difcipline and’
dodtrine ; and holding the fame confeffion of faith,
- which was fo much applauded by our Saviour; which
was only this, « That Jefus is the Chrift, the fon of
the living God.”

Secondly, As Chrift declared, that ¢ his kingdom
was not of this world,” it is impoffible that ¢ his
church” can form any alliance with it. It muft be
a wonderful converfion,-and a long time muft elapfe
before that great prophecy will be fulfilled, * when
the kingdoms of this world fhall become the king-
doms of our:Lord, and of his Chrift (x).” Hitherto-
there has been fo little agreement between them, that
as well might there be, ““a concord of Chrift with -
Belial,” or truth with fable, as a jun&ion formed
betwixt them. For, fo unlike is the “ faith once
delivered to the faints,” to that which Conftantine
enjoined, that if any thing could have ruined chrif<
tianity, it was the eftablithment of what pafled under
that name by the powers of this world. It is an
infult to fuppofe, that divine power can ftand in need
of human aid, '

Laftly, The trueft Friends to the church, are
thofe who would reftore it to its original purity and
fimplicity. That *“ being rooted and built up in 2

Ca2 « holy
(x) Rev. xi. 135,
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€ holy faith” they may ¢ prefent it a glorious
« church, not having fpot, or wrinkle, or any fuch
« thing, but be holy and without blemifh (y).”
And when this is done, and not before, it may bid
defiance to every enemy, and affure itfelf, ¢ that the
¢« gates of Hell fhall not prevail againft it.”

To the King, cternal, immortal, invifible ; the
only wife God, be afcribed honor and glory, -

now and for ever.

(») Colofl. ii. 7.
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AcTs xxiv. 14. 1§. 16,
But this I confefs unto thee, that afler the way which

they call Herefy, fo worfbip I the God of my
fathers, believing all things which are written in
the law and in the prophets; and have hope to-
wards Gody, which they themfelves alfo allow, that
there fhall be a refurve@ion of the dead, both of
the jufft and unjuft; and berein do 1 exercife
myfelf; to have always a confcience void of offence,
toward God, and toward men.

IT was the fate of chriftianity itfelf, at its
firft promulgation, to be branded with the name of
berefy ; and its preacher, St. Paul, was called the
great herefiarch, « a ringleader of the herefy of the
Nazarenes,” for fo the term fhould be tranflated in
the sth, as it is in the 14th verfe of this chapter.

Thé word Herefs, in the original, is in itfelf a
term of no criminal import. It means no more than
a choice; as when different religious opinions are
propofed to the mind, it « chufes” and embraces
thofe which appear moft true and convincing, Ac-
cording to this interpretation, there can be nothing

' wiong,



(22 )

wrong, or criminal, in herely; it being nothing
more than the exercife of the mind upon fubjeéts
which deferve moft to employ it. . Nor do we find,
that it had an ill name given to it, .in fcripture, but
when accompanied with vice, and when -opinions
. were maintained, more for the purpofe of juftifying
wickednefs than the fupport of- truth,-

The Pharifees, among the Jews, were a religious
fo, or herefy; and though many individuals of this
profeffion were juftly branded by our Lord, with the
title of ¢¢ hypocrites ;” though they held the tradition
of - the elders, and rejefted the commandments of
God; yet, notwithftanding, we find an example of a
- virtuous chara&ter declaring himfelf a member of this
fufpicious community ; and informing us, that after
the ‘ftraiteft fect (herefy) of the jewith religion he
lived a Pharifee. (A&s xxvi. 5.) The Sadducees ..
formed another fe&, whofe general tenor of pra&tice
and converfation, was nearly as reprehenfible as that
of the former. = Thefe heretics are frequently clafled
together ; and the difciples of Chrift are warned -
againft the doftrine of both. But we may remark,
that although the particular opinions of the Sadducees
were of the moft dangerous nature, and fuch as
ftruck at the root of all religion, by denying the
refurrection of the dead; yet our Saviour, in his
reafoning with them upon this fubje&, only told
them that they were miftaken, and that  they erred,
not knowing ;” that is, ¢ not underftanding the

¢ fcriptures,
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¢ fcriptures, nor the power of God.” He % de-
nounces no woe” againft them, as he frequently
did againft the Pharifees, for their hypocrify; but
¢¢ reafons” with them out of the fcriptures, and
proves to them, the truth of what they before had
denied. This inftance of lenity muft have proceeded
from a diftin&ion which our Lord made, between a
miftake about the fenfe and meaning of certain
paflages of fcripture, and a breach of the plain and
pofitive commands of God, where there could be no
miftake at all. And the treatment thefe heretics met
with from sur Lord, may ferve as a leflon to bigots
and perfecutors. No hard names, nor ill language
‘were given them, They were not threatened with
fines, confifcations, and imprifonment, to make
them retra& their errors ; but much likelier means

were made ufe of ; reafon and argument ; gentlenefs
and good-nature. They were treated as men under

a miftake, whofe errors might be involuntary; and
the iffues, perhaps, only of unfortunate inquiry.

They might deferve compaffion, but not ill-ufage ;

for where there is no crime, there certainly ought to
be no punifhment.

In all other places of fcripture where herefy -

is fpoken of with difgrace, it is always on account
of the evil praftices, and not the opinions, of iho_fe-
who were charged with it; in the epiftle to the
Galatians, (v. 20.) it is reckoned amongft the

' ' . works.

AN
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" works of the fleth, « feditions, herefies (), envy-
"ings, murders, drunkennefs, and fuch like, and they-
who o fuch things, are told, ¢ that they fhall not-
inherit the kingdom of God.” They were excluded
from the kingdom of God, for the bad acZions which-
they did, not the wrong opinions they maintained.
St. Peter (1 Ep. ii, 1.) foretells, ¢ that falfe teachers:
would come, who would bring in damnable herefies, .
even denying the Dord that bought them, and bring
upon themfelves fwift deftruction.””” That they: were -
" not only apoftates, but fuch as were funk in the
grofleft vices, is plain from the defcription given-
_of them in this chapter.. The Apoftle. fays, that:
many fhall follow their pernicious ways, or lewd prac-
tices (5):.and that God will punith them for their
wicked deeds, in the fame remarkable manner, as he-

did the cities of Sodom and Gomorrah,

St. Paul direts Titus (iii.- 10.) % to reje&t a-
man, that is an heretic, after -the firft and fecond:
admonition :” and.-fubjoins,..as a reafon for this pro--

p ~ ceeding,.

(a) In this.place it is pofiible the word may mean-
parties in the flate, Or, im temporal matters; as it is
joined with feditions, or diffentions. wous wonTsvoparovs pilae-
SeoSas weos Tav Pwpaswr-AIPEZIN. Polyb. apud -Raphel, .
Gal. i. 6.. )

(8) Or:filthinefs ; for many ancient' ¢opies, the
King’s MS. and that in Magdalen College, Oxford, .
read agsrysas. Vide Hammond. .
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«<eeding, < Knowing that he that is fuch, is fub-
verted, and finneth; being condemned of himfelf.”
This is the chara&er of .an immoral member of the
chriftian fociety, who, by being confcious of his
having departed from the rules of it, muft himfelf
- approve of the fentence pafled upon bim; it has
plainly this meaning and no other. For the Apottle,
in the verfes before, had been recommending an ex-
emplary behaviour in believers ; that they fhould be
careful to excell all others (¢) in good works; as
fuch a condu@ would be ufeful and ferviceable, but
that foolifh queftions, and contentions, were un-
profitable and vain ; and that the heretic, whom he
was to rejet, was one, who was fubverted, was
turned out of the way (d), wherein he fhould have
walked, and had finned, and fo become a difgrace
to their fociety, and ought to be expelled from
it. .

Thus it appears, that herefy, according to the
feripture notion, being not a pure miftake of judg-
ment, but an embracing of doétrine known to be
falfe by thofe who efpoufe it, out of difguft, pride, or
envy, or from worldly principles, or to avoid per- -
fecution, or trouble in the fleth, may be well ranked

among

() xerav sgyey weoscSas, praefle, to be at the head of

_"good works, weoiracda Ty @eaypalur—rg nyruonas.
Demotth.

- (d) Ekssganim,
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among carnal lufts, Hence, are fuch men faid,
« not to ferve Jefus Chrift, but their belly, (Rom.
xvi. 18.) to teach what they ought not, for filthy
lucre’s fake (Tit. i. 11.) to account gain for god-
linefs (1 Tim. vi. 5.) and through covetoufnefs,
with feigned words, to make merchandize of others.”
(2 Pet. ii. 3.) And therefore the Apoftle doth not
advife us, to convince, but only'to admouniih, and
reject the heretic, as knowing that he fins, being
convi@ed by his own confcience (¢). And where
herefy is not taken up to ferve bad purpofes, and bad
pafions, and is not perfifted in from a fpirit of pride,
ftrife, and contention, but from a laudable oppofition
to grofs errors, and bad prallices: there it is.fpoken
of with commendation in the holy feriptures. St.
Paul, hearing of fome divifions in the church of
Corinth, about the celebration of the Lord’s fupper,
writes to them to prevent the irregularities of be-
haviour which had taken place there ; and tells them,
that thofe who had a proper fenfe of their duty, and
that facred ordinance, fhould withdraw themfelves
from fuch as had not: that by thus forming them-
_ felves into a fele&t and feparate body, they might
obferve fuch order and decency, as would be rendered
confpicuous to all the reft : that fingularity in a good
caufe was a virtue, and that they ought to be proud
-of a diftinction, when any good might be gained by
) it.
(e) See Whitby en Gal. v. 19. quoted Jebb’s
Works, iis 148. '
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f. « For there muf be even herefies,” fays hey
« amongft you, that they, which are approved,”
that is, men of approved virtue, and who will ftand
the teft, ¢ may be made manifeft among you.”
And that this never could be done; but by forming
a feparation, and oppofing good example to bad, in
“order to put a ftop to the abufes complained of.
Here the heretics were the beft part of the congre=
gation ¢ not the leading party, who had behaved
amifs; from whom the confcientious were ordered
to divide and feparate, that they.might manifeft their
integrity. .
Having examined the word ¢ herefy,” and feen
in what fenfe it is ufed in fcripture, we are not ta
wonder, that St. Paul was not at all ftartled at being
charged with it. They had not yet began to ful-
minate anathemas againft thofe who dared: to think
for themfelves, nor were the terrors of an inquifition
held out to fuch obftinate offenders. This intolerance
was referved for a later age. So long as our apoftle
knew that the Jews could prove nothing criminal
againft him, and his confcience told him that he had
been guilty of no offence, either againft God or man,
" he held in contempt their accufation of being a ring-
leader of the herefy of the Nazarenes; and with a
fpirit and courage, that truth and innocence infpires,
openly declared to the Roman governars, that if to
Be a chriftian was an heretic, an heretic certainly he
was ; but adds, that bis accufers were not aware,-
: D that
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that by making him one, they had in a great meafure:
included themfelves under the fame predicament.
« For, fays he, after the way which they call berefy,
fo worthip I the God of my fathers.” No new objec?
of worthip is introduced ; the fame common parent
‘of mankind ; the fame almighty Being, to whom our
nation owes fuch diftinguithed marks of favour and
prote&tion. He is equally the God of Chriffians and
of Jews ; and all that he requires of either is “ that '
they fhould worfhip him, in fpirit and in truth,”
‘Whatfoever is written in the law, and the prophets,
is equally the obje® of the faith of both; and the
expeltation, which the Jews indulge, of a refur-
re&tion of the dead, and a-future recompence of
reward ; the'fame hope is the bafis of a chriftian’s
creed, and the diffinguifbing article of his religion ;
that in this latter inftance, the difference did not
refpe&t the obje& but the degree of faith: for what
the one only hoped for, as relying upon the goodnefs '
" of God, the other was fully affured of, by his havmg )
raifed up Chrift from the dead.

This was St. Paul’s confeffion of faith, which he
made before the Roman governors, upon a charge of
herefy brought againft him by the Jews. It was
-thought a full and fatisfattory defence by the civil
power, and ought to have filenced his accufers, if
piety, worth, and virtue could have expiated the

_ offence of differing from them in opinion. Itisa
fhort formulary of faith, which the apoftle has given
us;



{ 29 )

-us ; it confifts of but few articles, and thofe very
‘plain and intelligible ; no one who maintains the
dorines contained in it, ought to be charged with
-herefy, according to the modern acceptation of the
term ; and if he is, he may fhelter himfelf under the
- name and authority of St. Paul,-who very frankly
confefled, that what his enemies ftiled heretical, he
confidered as the true religion, And what this is,
it is well worth our remarking. Ficft, Chriftianity
has made no alteration in the obje& of divine wor~
thip. < Hear, O Ifrael, the Lord our God, is one
Lord,” is a truth equally infifted on by the chriftian
as well as jewith lawgiver. Our Saviour, in anfwer
to the fcribe, fays, that the fir# of all the com-
mandments, was that which related to the wmity of
the Supreme Being; and as this was one of the firft
. precepts of the moral law, his declaration concerning.
it, confirms and ratifies the truth of it ; for he came
“not, he faid, to relax their duty in this re(pe&, but
to ftrengthen, and give weight to their former
obligations. It is on this foundation, that the apoftle
Paul, builds the faith of a chriftian: « To us, fays
he, there is but ome God, the Father,y” whom, in
another place, he ftiles, « the God of ‘our Lord
Jefus Chrift, the Father of glory.” The unity, and
fupremacy of God, is a truth of that magnitude and
.importance, that the whole jewith difpenfation, was
framed to eftablith it. To imagine that another
difpenfation, of what indeed was only an extenfion of-
‘ Da « the
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she former, thould unfettle, or undo, what was the
original and grand defign of it, is to afcribe weak-
nefs and uncertainty to him % with whom is ne
variablenefs nor fhadow of turning.” ‘This is 2
“truth which falls in with our firfty and natural con-
ceptions of things : is what reafon loudly proclaims,
from the apparent unity of defign throughout all the
works of God ; and is an idea, which never can be
_wholly fhut out of the mind, till it has been debauched
by metaphyfical jargon, and the refinements of falfe phi-
lofophy. Prediting the errors of an apoftate church,
the prophet Daniel (f) informs us, that an heathen
potentate (the Roman emperor) fhould forfake the
objes of his father’s worfhip ; fhould adopt 2 frange
"Gody—exprefsly diftinguifhed from the God of Gods,
_—a God unknown to his heathen anceftors,—though
_as far as related to divine adoration, equally an idol
with what they had before worfhipped ; and honour
him, not in fpirit and in truth, but with gold and
with filver, and with precious ftones, and ‘pleafant
" things. This is adding to, or fubftituting another
deity inftead of that God who made heaven and earth,
the God of Jefus and of Paul, whom alone men
ought to worfhip, and exprefsly contradicts the com-

mand of both covenants,
The

(f) Dan. xi. 36. 38. ‘See Commentaries and Effays
publifhed by the Society for promoting the knowledge
of the Scriptures. Vol. i. p. 486, '
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The next truth of importance wé learn from S,
‘Paul’s defencey is a belief in the holy fcriptures, and
that fundamental article, which is there found, a re-,
furre@ion of the dead ; it is to this that the law and
the prophets evidently point, viz. to the coming of
the Mefliah, and the do&rine he fhould deliver. And
what is'it, that he principally teaches us? Why, that
he has brought life and immortality to light, through
the gofpel. It was this truth, that the apoftle prin=
cipally urges in his difcourfes. He fays, ¢ that he
was commanded to preach unto the people, andt o
teflify, that Chrift was ordained of God, to be the
judge of quick and dead ; to.whom gave all the pro-
phets witnefs, that through his name whofoever be»
lieveth in him, fhall receive the remiffion of fins.”*
And inanother place, ¢ if thou fhalt confefs with
thy mouth, the Lord Jefus, and fhalt believe in thine
heart, that God hath raifed him from the dead, thou
fhalt be faved.” 1In expe@ation of this great event,
and preparatory to it, we are taught in the gofpel,
¢ to deny ungodlinefs, and worldly lufts, and to live -
foberly, righteoufly, and godly, in the prefent world,
looking for that blefled hope, and the glorious appear-
ing of the great God, and our Saviour Jefus Chrift.”

To conélude : A belief in one God ;—in the truth
of the holy fcriptures ;—and in a judgment to comes
is the fubftance of a chriftian’s creed. ‘To fabricate -
any other dotrines, and make them of equal ime
portance with thefe, is to leflen the authority, and

D3 fufficiency
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fufficiency of the fcriptures ; and to require belief to
thefe fupplementary do&trines, whether it is done by
the mandate of the pope, or any other perfon, is to
exercife a power, which no perfon has a right to, and
which a proteftant would difown and refift, referring
the decifion of the difpute to a higher authority, to the
bible, as his only rule of faith, and if branded as a
heretic for fo doing, he would not deny the charge,
but boldly confefs,  that after the way which they
called herefy, fo worfhipped he the God of his fathers,
believing all things which are written in the holy
{criptures ; and that he had hope towards God, that
there would be a refurre&ion of the dead, both of the
juft and the unjuft.” And if this confeffion of faith
did not fatisfy his accufers, it would himfelf, provided
he ¢ always exercifed himfelf, to have a confcience
void of offence, towards God, and towards men.”

'.To the King, eternal, immortal, invifible, God
only wife : be afcribed all honour, power, might,
majefty, and dominion, henceforth and for ever.

&
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Epnurs. vi. 19, 20.

And for me, that wtterance may be given unte me,
that I may open my mouth boldly, to make known the
Myflery of the Gofpel, for which I am an Ambaffador
in bondsy that therein I may fpeak boldly as I ought
to fpeak.

o

S P A

I'T has long been a received opinion, that -
there are certain Myferics in the Chriftian religion,
fo far above human comprehenfion, that it would be
in vain to enquire. into their meaning ; and fo facred
and fublime, that it would be profane even to at-
tempt xQ

That thefe are very different from the myﬂ:enes
which we read of in the feriptures is certain : for
the latter are always. fpoken of as things capable of
explanation, and which are all aQually explained;
nor do the facred writers condemn an inquiry inte
_their meaning, as an unlawful and unbecoming
_ curiofity, but affert the contrary; and confider it, as
the duty of a chriftian minifter,  to make them
#newn,” and divulge them. St. Paul wanted only

: < Jiberty.
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& liherty of fpeech (a), to unfold < the myfferies of
. the gofpel” and fhew the reafonablenefs of it; and
perhaps all that is now wanted, is the fame liberty
to thew the unreafonablenefs of all other myfieries
which are ot in the gofpel.

I fhall, in the following difcourfe, Firft, endeavour
to prove, that there are ms myfleries in the gofpel
but fuch as are revealed.

And, Secondly, that when chriftianity is faid to
be myferious, the true nature of it is mifreprefented.

Firft, In thofe inftances where our Lord couched
his meaning under figurative expreffions, and in-
tended that his difciples only fhould tomprehend the
full import of what he faid, be ufes the word myftery
as fynonimous to parable, as appears from St. Mark,
and the parallel places (4). ¢ Unto you it is given
to know the myflery of the kingdom of God ;” which
is afterwards cxplained, by his faying, “ Know yc
ot this parable (c). ’

. But in the writings of the apoﬂ:les, the word is
generally applied to the calling of the gentiles into
the church and kingdom of God; an event which
the Jews had no conception of; as they imagine
that the partial favours of heaven were to be con-
fined to theu' own nation ; and that, from long pre-

fcription,.

(a) Haproa.
(%) Mark iv. 11, Matt. xiii. 11, Luke viii. 10.
€c) Mark iv.13.
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fcription, they had an exclufive right to them (d).
But this myftery or fecret, which had lain bid, in
the councils of God, the apoftles « made known,”™
and proclaimed to the world. A few inftances will
evince this.

St. Paul fays (e), that « God had by revelation,
¢ made known unto him the myftery, of which he
¢ had written before in few words, whereby they
“ might underftand his #nowlege in the myftery of
¢ Chrift ; which, in other "ages, was not made
“ known unto the fons of men, as it was then re-
“ vealed unto his holy apoftles and prophets by the

' “ fpirit
i

(d) The firft and leading fenfe of uvenpior, fays the
learned Dr. Campbell, ¢ is not that of the Englith
¢ word myfiery, i. e. fomething incomprehenfible by
+¢ reafon, but arcanum, a fecret. It is adopted by the
¢ feptuagint as a term ftrictly correfponding with
¢¢ the Chaldaic Xy res arcana. Nor is it confined to
¢« divine fecrets. St. Paul tells us, that the myftery
¢ of iniquity doth already work ; i. e. the fpirit of
¢¢ antichrift hath begun to operate, but the operation
¢ is latent and unperceived. The gofpel of Chrift
¢¢ is denominated a myftery, not becaufe it contains
¢ any thing in its own nature dark and incompre-
¢c henfible, but becaufe it treats of fomething that had
¢¢ been concealed for ages, but which was at length
¢« openly revealed.” Vide Effays Phllofophzcal, Hif-
torical, and literary, rft, vol. p. 431.

(e) Ephef iii. 30 4, 5. 6. 7. 9. 10,

-
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« {pirit—That the gentiles fbould be fellow-beirs, and
« of the fame body, and partakers of his promife in
Chrift, by the gofpel; whereof he was made a mi- -
¢ nifter, that he fhould preach among the gentiles
¢¢ the unfearchable riches of Chriff. And to make
¢ all men fee, whatis the fellowbip of the myflery,
¢ which from the beginning of the world, hath been
« bid in God—to the intent, that now might be
& known, by the church, the manifold wifdom of
« God.”

In another place (f), the fame apoftle fpeaks of
< this myflery, which had been hid from ages,' and
<« from generations, but then was made manifef? to his
« faints; to whom God would meke nown what
« are the riches of the glory of this my/fery among the-
« gentiles.” . 4

Again, in his epiftle to the Romans (g), he fays,
« I would not, brethren, that ye fhould be ignorant
« of this myftery; that blindnefs in part is happened:
« to Ifrael, until the fulnefs of the gentiles be come
“« in.” And referring to the fame matter, in the
clofe of the fame epiftle (), he fpeaks of « the
« myftery which was kept fecret fince the world
« began, but then was made manifefl, and by the
¢« feriptures of the prophets, according to the com-
« mandment of the everlafting God, made known to
2/l nations, for the obedience of faith.” )
The

(f) Celof. i. 26. 27. (¢) Rom. xi. 25.

(4) Rom. xvi, 25. 26.
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The myfleries here fpoken of were neither ab-
ftrufe nor unintelligible; their hidden meaning was
not referved for the « initiated,” and withheld from
the < profane ;”—nor were they confidered as fpe-
culations proper to employ the learned, and keep the
vulgar in awe. But they were plain and level to
every ¢apacity (¢). The apoftle fpeaks of his own
knowlege in the myflery of Chrift; and defires that
all his brethren mighit be as great « adepts™ in it as
himfelf (£).~ They had a' moral and practical ufe ;
were mads known for the obedience of faith (1), not
_to exercife their faith o#ly——~to promote piety and
virtue, not wrangling and difputation.

In all other places of fcripture, when the word
myftery is ufed, without any particular allufion to the
calling of the gentiles, it fignifies the power, mercy,
and goodnefs of God, vouchfafed to the whole race
of mankind; and wonderfully difplayed in the dif-'
penfation of the gofpel; a blefling fo inconceivably
great and unexpeed, that it ~might well appear
myfterious, till the whole plan of it.was laid open,
and fully made known.

Thus; in that paffage of St. Paul (. m), « Wlthout
« controvcrfv, great is the myﬁery of godlmefs ;

. « God

(i) Epbef. iii. 4. (4) Rom. xi.25. (/) Tb.xvi. 25. 26.

(m) 1 Tim. iii. 16. But the true meaning of 1 Tim.
iii. 16. is according to wany old verfions, and the
opinion of er Ifaac Newton, psya o 70 1 wm@uz;

yumpov

E
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« God was made manifeft in the fleth.”” It does
not mean that God himfelf was vifible in the perfon
~ of Chrift—this would not have beena myftery, but
an impoffibility: ¢ For no man hath feen God at
¢ any time. nor can fee him (n):” But it fignifies,
that the power, mercy, and goodnefs of God, which
is all that we can know of him, were rendered con-
fpicuous in the perfon of Chrift, who was the agent
and inftrument of the Almighty, in his beneficent
“ defigns towards the children of men,—fo that the
Supreme Being might be faid to be manifzfled, when
he made known his will to Chrift, and gave him
power and authority to execute it ; and is what our
Lord repeatedly declares: ¢ My doétrine is not
« mine, but his that fent me (0).” < I can, of
« mine own felf, do.nothing (p).” Again, when
fpeaking of the refurrection of the dead, and the great
and fudden change which our bodies were to undergo,
St. Paul fays, « Behold I thew you a myftery:”
(r Cor. xv. §1.) i. e. I make known to you a
circumftance, relating to an event, the particulars
of which you before were unacquainted with.
And to put it paft doubt, that all the myfteries of
the gofpel came within the proyince of reafon, and
common
pvenper o spanspwbn o oaps. That wbjch was manifeft
o id guod, i. e. the myftery, that feries  of events
difclofed by the gofpel. :
(n) Johni. 18. 1 Tim. vi. 16.
(o) John vii. 16. (#) Joba v. 30.
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common apprehenfion of mankind, he fuppofes a
cafe, where all of them are brought together, and
yet poflible to be conceived. ¢« Though I wnder-
Sand all myfleries and all knowlege (¢). 1. e. every
thing that relates to the difpenfation of the gofpel,
and a proper ability to preach it,- Here it is ob-
fervable, that myflery and /nowlege go hand in
hand ; a conne&ion peculiar to thofc of the gofpel,—
in all others they are very wide afunder ; for the /f
the knowlege, the greater the myflery ; till the pro-
portion being not at all kept up between them,
knowlege is wholly loft and funk in the labynnths
and abyfs of myftery.
~ Thefe inftances adduced from the fcripture will
fuffice to prove, that there are no myfferies in the
gofpel but fuch as are revealed. That they relate
in general to the calling of the. gentiles, to partake
of God’s mercy in the gofpel, That they did not
confift of abftrufe and contradi@ory propofitions, of
fo wonderful a nature as to confound the reafon,
and ftagger the faith of -the believer—but plain and
important truths, containing an account of God’s
will made known to mankind, by the preaching of
Chrift and his apoftles.

Which leads me, fecondly, to confider, That
when the gofpel-is faid to be myﬁcnous, the true
nature of it is mifreprefented.

E2 ) (.

(¢) 1 Cor. xiii. z.
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It is not without good reafon, that the fcripture
always reprefents it under the image of /light—as
¢ the true light which lighteth every man that
cometh into the world (7).” < I am the ght of
the world (s),” fays our Lord ; « He that followeth
« me, fhall not walk in darknefs; but fhall have
“ the light of life ().”” Chriftians are faid to be
« children of light, and of the day (u);”” and they
are told,  to believe in the light (x).”” 'What can
thefe ftrong expreflions mean, but that the gofpel
propofes fo plain and clear a rule of faith, that it
. cannat be miftaken by thofe who will ufe the facul-

ties which God has given them ?—~That it is ap
_obviqus to the reafon of mankind, as light is tqthe
eyes. Indeed, fo clear is it reprefented, :that emr -
phatlcally fpeaking, it is ftyled /ight  itfels If, . And it
was wifely and beneficently ordered; by the Almighty,
that the- gofpel thould be thus plain and -iptelligible ;
as it was mt,ende.d for general ufe, and mage partiy
cularly for the poor and illiterate. (3)., Any . thing
intricate or - abftrufe, woyld have _ill-fuited; theif
capacities, who are not to be inftru&ted by abftradt
propoﬁtnons, but. felf-evident truths: It was there~
. fore meant to ferve as a clear and pradigal, rule of
' hfe--not a.,ftandqrd fqr doubtful difputatiops, or -

: : v .. i . {peculative
() John ig. (s) I_b. viil, 12 (¢) Luke xvi. 8.
(#) 1 Thefluv.5. ~ (x) John xii. 36.

(») Matt, xi. 5. Lukeiv, 185
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fpeculative opinions. Itis for this reafon that St.
Paul fays, « If the gofpel be hid, it is hid to them
« that are loft, in whom the God of this werld
« hath blinded the minds of them which believe
¢ pot—Ileft the light of the glorious gofpel of Chrift,
« who is the image of God, thould thine unto them.”
Vice and wickednefs are enemies to all reformation—
and the light fhines in vain upon thofe who wil-
fully fhut their eyes againft its brightnefs. That
the do&rines of it perfe@ly agree with this defcrip-
tion, and are as plain as they are important, will
appear from a fhort review of them.

The firft great defign, was to call men’s atten-
tion to the true objet .of worfhip, and the duty which
he requires of them ; and it exprefsly teaches,  the
only true God” is ¢ the Father (2);” and that
he is to be worthipped ¢ in fpirit and in truth (a).”

Mankind was almoft wholly funk in vice as well
as ignorance—the gofpel wds therefore a fummons
to them  to repent (5),” and return to their duty,
to their heavenly Father ; to reclaim them from fin
and wickednefs—to a life of holinefs and virtue; and
- to affure them of pardon and forgivenefs, upon their

. converfion and amendment ().

And, as an encouraging motive to perfeverance

in well-doing, the promife of eternal life is h=ld forth
E 3 to

(z) John xvii. 1, 3. (a) Ib.iv.23.
{4) Mark vi. 32, () ARs W 1g.
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to them as a reward of thexr obedience (d). This
do@rine of a refurre@ion, and future judgment, be-
fore but obfcurely known, was plainly difcovered
and brought to light by the gofpel (¢)3* and the
evidence given of it, by the ‘refurre&tion of Chriff,
.afforded the fulleft affurance of the certainty of our

own (1) A
" Thefe are the fundamental do&rines of chriftianity,
'in which there is nothing dark or my_/?erwu: no-
thing that revolts the common-reafon or fenfe of
‘mankind; nothing to provoke the fcoffs of the
"infidel, or to give offence to the rational and true
believer. But can the fame be faid of that form
of religion, which hets been’ falfely exhibited pnder
the name of chrlﬁlamty, which has mvolved the
plaineft truths in myflery, and inftead. of affording
light, has led to more than Egyptian darknefs ; that
has increafed the ‘merit of faith, in proportion to the
weaknefs of its crednbx]xty ; and requlres, that men
fhould ce 1fe to-be rcafonable creatures, in order to
become rellgtous ones. What a perverﬁon of the
gofpel is this! to turn, what s there called a reve-
lation, into an infcrutable myflery, qu,to,make what
is unintelligible, a criterion of the true faith ! But
this comes by introducing do&rines, and modes of
'bbhnf which we fhall in vain look for in the fcrip-
ture; and when oace brougqt in, the advocates for
them,

~ (d) Johnv. 29. Rom. ii. 7. -

(¢) 2z Fim, 1.10. \F) 2 Corivinge -
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them, in order to glve them greater credit, have
always reprefented to the people, that the very being,
“and eﬁ'epce of ch.rl{’aamty, dcpended upon thgm,;
‘when, nelther the do&rmes, nor the terms by which.
f.they exprefs them, have any p]ace in the facred
writings ; but evndently came in, with the heathen -
philofophers, upon their converfion: who were fonder -
of making a fhew of their learning, than of their
religion. Thus, for want of acquiefcing in what the
Almlghty has been pleafed to reveal of himfelf and
his ‘will, chu{hamty has appeared in fuch a drefs,
as has entlrelx dxfguxfed her; and an intricate, arti-
ficial theology, has been fubﬂltuted for the pure and
. plam word of Goq. R

Having fhewn from the fcnptu:c, that there are
no myﬁenes in the go{pel but fuch as are rpvealed*
and that when it is fald to be my{’cerxous, the true
nature of it is mifreprefented; I fhall make a few
refletions upon what has been faid, and conclude. -

: Firft, It was St, Paul’s oglmop-—That “ to ma&;
known the m.g/ierte: o,f the gofpes was all that Was
neceffary to gain it a receptxon in the world,

And if all other myfleries were as capable of a
rational explanation, a$ thofe of the -gofpel, the.
principal objeftion now made againft it would. be
removed.

He thought too-—that lnberty of fpeech, .Was the
only means of advancing the truth; and:that to dify
cufs freely the myferies of the gofpel, was the duty

A\
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"of a chriftian minifter ; that be thould open bis mouth
boldly, and explain them all; which was as much as
to fay, that there were none in it, or at leaft none
" that did not admit of the plaineft interpretation,—a
declaration which no one thould be afraid of making,
though the fame fate awaited him that did the apoftle,
and he thould be in bonds likewife. It is fuperftition .
only that wants the fupport of penal laws, Truth is
ever a gainer by difcuffion and free enquiry.
Secondly. Thofe who maintain, that the moft facred
and fundamental parts of chriftianity are myflerious
and incomprebenfible, cannot help acknowleging, that
where thefé charafters are found, there the effentials
are preferved, which conftitute the idea of a true
church. Thus the church of Rome itfelf, with all
her corruptions, is intitled to this appellation, and
‘with great juftice too, as fbe had a prior right to
- them, by having had the merit of introducing them
before others did.  But inftead of priding themfelves
upon thefe diftinGtions—they would all do well to
confider, whether, inftead of their being marks of a
true church, they are not the fpecific tokens of an
antichriftian one. The prophet has given the leading
feature in his defcription of her, which is fo pro-
minent, that it cannot be miftaken:  « Upon her
forehead was a name written,  myffery; Babylon the
great—ethe mother of harlots, and abominations of
the carth.” It was the foremoft charaler in the lift
that led the way for all the other.corruptions ; and
indeed.
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indeed what elfe can be expefted from fo greata
perverfion of the human intelle&, as to confound the
ideas of the plaineft things, and deface that reafon, .
the image-of God, with which both his word, and
his works, are all of them ftamped. .

Laftly. If unbelievers are ever to be brought to
the acknowlegment of the truth; it muft be by
propofing it in that plainefs and fimplicity, with’
which we fee it taught in the facred writings. It has

been the infifting upon irrational doCtrines, and
* unferiptural modes of faith, as neceffary 10 falvation,
which has produced that infidelity we fo often hear
complained of, For the reprefenting, as the word
of God, what appears to be unworthy of its divine
author, is the only way to make the truth itfelf re-
jected, on account of the corruptions which are faid
to be a part of it. , '

W hatever therefore renders religion more rational,
renders it more credible—and an appeal to the reafon
and underftanding of mankind, for the truth, ex-
cellence, and purity of the gofpel precepts, would do
more towards recommending them to their belief and
praltice—than all the creeds and articles that ever
were devifed—not to tonvince, but to puzzle and
perplex them.
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1 Tim. ii. 6.

Who gave bimﬁif a’ranfom for all, to-de tiftified in
due time. '

TO form juft conceptions of the Supreme
Being, and his moral perfe@ions, is of the greateft
importance to our religious conda¢t. When he is
confidered as the original caufe and author of all
good, he becomes the fole obje&t of our love, adora~
tion, and praife ; and we have every motive that can
encourage us in the performance of our duty to him.
But, if we divet him of the attributes of mercy and
goodnefs, and confider him as partial in his favour,
rigid in his decrees, and implacable in his nature—
then fear takes place of love, and religion degenerates
into fuperftition.

Under fuch impreflions as thefe, many are led to
believe, that the Deity could not have been rendered
propitious to his finful creatures, without the inter=
ference of fome other being of =qual dignity with him-
felf, who gave full fatisfation to offended juftice,
and thus made way for mercy and forgivenefs. And

: W
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it has been thought, that Chrift was that perfon, who,
by interpofing, ftayed the wrath of heaven, and
averted the impending punifhment; and that he did
this by becoming a facrifice, and fuffering in their
rosmy—that by his death, he might expiate- their of-
fences, and pay the price of that ranfom, which alone
could redeem them from fin and mifery.

Thefe mifapprehenfions and unworthy notions of
the Supreme Being, proceed from attending to the
found, rather ‘than the ‘fenfe, of feripture ; and ad-
hering to a literal meaning, - where the writer in-
tended a figurative one fhould be underftood. But
the words preceding the text, will admit of no mif-
conftruction, and inform us, that God bimfelf is the
prime and original author of our falvation ; and is
therefore emphatically ftiled our Saviour (a); who,
from no other confideration, but his own fole mercy
and goodnefs, was defirous (),  that a/l men fhould
be faved, and come unto the knowlege of the
truth ;> and, that the  one God (¢)”’ and Father
of all, appointed ¢ the man Chrift Fefus (d) as the
medium through whom his merciful defigns were to
be conveyed, and * his will (¢)”” made known to
the fons of men ; which « mediator,” and inftrument,
after having devoted his life to the fervice of God,

and
(&) 1 Tim. i3 (8) 1 Tim. il 4
' (‘) 1 Tim- iio 5. (d) -l Tim. iio s‘

) (‘) 1 Tim' iio *c

I
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and the good 'of mankind, clofed the laft fcene of it,
by fealing the truth of his divine miffion with. his
blood. By thus dying in the caufe of truth and
virtue, he left a (f) teflimony te his ewn times, which
afforded the fulleft conviCtion of it ; according to the
figurative language of the text, « He gave himfelf a
ranfom (g) for all, to be teftified in due time.” .
That is, ‘his death was a confirmation of that gofpel,
the doctrines of which, if cbeyed, would free and
Jet at liberty, all thofe who were under the power and:
influence of fin, and reftore them to the favour of
God. . '

In the following difcourfe I fhall, Fir/?, Endeavour
to prove, That all our fpiritaal bleflings in the gofpel .
are derived from the fole goodnefs, mercy, and favour
of Geod, as the original caufe and author of them,
And, . )
Secondly, That thofe terms in feripture, which
_ feem to imply the contrary, were well underftood by .
the Fews, to ‘whom alone they were addrefled ; and
as fuch, that they do not apply to xs, unlefs we in~

- F 2 terpret

(f) wnagrugior xaigois 1didie

(g) Avreor, armirvreos, ‘amorvrgwsis, words of fimilar
import, and fignifying freedom or deliverance; and is
fo tranflated, Heb. xi. 35. Avrgoopaim—to make free, or
Jet at libertyy.  Luke xxiv. 21. nuess 8 sAmidousr oms avreg
8o, 0 paAAWM Mgwa'&u Tor IoganA, made them free, or
fet them at liberty from the Roman yoke.
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terpret their meaning in the fame figurative manner.
they did. : C

Firft, That it is from Ged alone that we derive
every bleffing we enjoy, is a di€tate of nature as well
as revelation. The works of God univerfally pro-
claim this truth, and his werd is in perfe& harmony
with it,

The charaQers, under which the Almighty is
conftantly defcribed in the Old Teftament, are thofe
of a Being merciful and gracious, long- fuffering, and
abundant in gosdnefs and truth (b ). A

The fame are recorded in the New, t.hough .
‘more exalted ftrains. St. Paul (i) “ magnifies the
goodnefs of God, who is rich in mercy, through his -
‘great love, wherewith he loved us;” and fays, « the
kindnefs and love of God our Saviour towards man,
appeared *’ in this refpe&, moft confpicuous, that i
was not procured by our righteous works, but accord-
ing to his own mercy, He hath faved us (£). Buwt
St. John, not content with this defcription, as falling
fhort of his idea of the divine benignity, ftiles him
dove itfelf (1) ; and fays, ¢ that it was manifefted in
this inftance by fending his only begotten fon into
the world, that we might live through him { m ).””

Such clear -and undifputed paffages of f{cripture,
fufficiently eftablifh thefe important truths, ¢« That

‘ God

(%) Exed. xxxiv. 6. 7. (/) Eph. . 4. :
(4) Tit. &i. 4. 5. (/)  John iv. 8
{m) 1 Johu iv. g. - »

~
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- God is effentially, and in his own nature gosd.”
“ That'it is from his own great lve towards man-
#ind (n), that all the bleflings of the gofpel are
derived.”” « It was his own mercy, and no other
¢that hath faved us.”” It was the love of God that was
manifefted, by fending Chrift -into the world, that
we might obtain eternal life (o) through his in-
ftruions ; who % came not to do his own will (p ),
or to a& by his own' authority, but his who fent
him> He had no fhare in the defign, but was
God’s agent andinftrument in the executién of it.
“ He-came not of bimfelf; but he fent him (¢).”
He acknowleges too, that the charalter of goodnefs,
an the moft unlimited fenfe, was appropriate to God .
only, in exclufion of himfelf, and all other beings ;
¢ Why calleft thou me good, fays he, there is none
good but eme, that is God.” He could not have
exprefled himfelf thus, had he beea confcious that it
was through any merit of his own, that thé bleffings
of the gofpel had been procured 3 and that without
fuch exertion, they could never have been obtained.
The mercy of God, which is his goodnefs to finners,
would not have been fo commended, if, without his -

F 3  interference

v {n) prardguma. Tim. iii. 4. .

. {0) & avii—by his Miniftry. See A&s ii. 22,em
not & .avros, for bis fake, on bis accounts

(p) John v. 30. 43.
(¢) Ibid. viii. 42.

KN
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interference, juftice muft have taken its natural
courfe, and mankind for ever have been the melan-
-choly. vi&tims .of .it. .If fuch a dorine as this had
been true, he would never have told us, that we
thould ¢¢ love the Lord our God, with all our beart,
~with all our foul, and with all our ftrength (r).”
becaufe in this cafe, an equal, if nota larger portion
of our affe@tion would have heen due to bimfelf.

Thefe' declarations of Chrift and his Apoftles,
inconteftibly prove, that Ged is the author of all
good ; and that our falvation in the gofpel ought to
be afcribed to him, as the prime and original caufe
of it.

I fhall, Secondly, endeavour to Ihew, that thofe
terms in fcripture, which feem to imply the con-
trary, were well underftood- by the Jews, to whom
- alone they were addreffed; and as fuch, that they
do -not apply to us, unlefs we interpret their mean-
ing in the fame figurative manner they did,

The bleflings which mankind have received
through the miniftry of Chrift, in the gofpel, are
often exprefled in fuch terms as fem to imply, that
the means which he ufed, wers of fo prevailing an
efficacy, that without them the favour of God could
never have been obtained.

Thus he is faid “ to give his life a ranom for
many( 5);7 ¢ to glve himfelf for us, that he
might

(r) Mask xﬁ; 30, [ORUIE SFTN
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might redeem us from all iniquity (¢).” And chrif«
tians are faid to be ¢ redeemed with the precious
bleod of Chrift (v),” “ to be bought with a
price (w),” « to be purchafed to God by bis
blood (x).”

A manifeft reafon may be affigned for the ufe of
fuch expreflions as thefe. It is languige borrowed
from the Jewifh fcriptures. The privileges; honours,
and diftinétions, which the Jews were favoured with,
under their difpenfation, were all exprefled by thefe
terms. And if it be confidered that the gofpel was
firft preached to Jews, it is eafy to imagine, that the
minifters of it would, in order to recommend it,
adopt fuch language as was not only familiar to them,
but ufe the very terms by which they exprefled thofe
privileges they fo highly valued ; that by contrafting
the advantages of chriftianity, with the law of Mofes,
they might more readily embrace the offer they had
to make them.

Thus, the Jews being frequently defcribed as a
people who were ra:;fomed (), redeened (= ), baugbt,

purchafed,

() Tit, ii. 14. (v) 1 Pet. i 17.18. 19,

() 1 Cor. vi. 4.~ (x) Rev..v. g«

(y) Haiah xxiii. 3. I gave Egypt for thy ranfom,
‘Ethiopia and Seba for ‘thee.

(z) Exod. vi. 6. I will redeem you with a ftretched
out arm, and with great judgments: Avspuigopar vpuas,
& Cgaxum vl nAw, xa XM YR, the ‘NQ\& oled oy
Luke xxiv. 21.
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purchafed, and faved, the fame terms ate ufed a8
equally applicable to chriftians.

But it is not to be imagined that the Jews under~
ftood them in a literal fenfe, viz: that any price was
actually paid for their ranfom, deliverance, or purchafe.
Nor had they any idea that there was any other
agent concerned .in the bufinefs, beﬁdes the Al
mighty himfelf

Buying is ufed metaphoncally in feripture, and the
prophet Ifaiah explains its meaning, by applying it
to that attention which ought to be pard to his in-
frutions (a ) o

In this fenfe, we buy, when we f'enouﬂy apply our
minds to_ftudy, and receive the precepts of divine
wiflom. We are exhorted by Solomon to 3uy thbe
#ruth (5). Thus the moft high God is alfo faid to
buy, with refpe& to his creatures. He bdupeth a
people when he interpofes in their favour, and em-
ploys all proper means to free them from fofferings,
or any other circumftances of ‘wretchednefs; and to
raife them to a happy and profperous ftate. So he
purchafed or bought the children of Ifrael, by bring-
ing them out of the flavery of Egypt, to the liberty
and privileges of Canaan, by his mighty power,
wifdom, and goodnefs ; which may be confidered as
the price, improperly fo called, for which ke lvauglx
them (4‘)

i That

(«) 1. 1Iv. 1. 3. ~ (8) Prov. xxiii. 23.
(<) See Taylor's Key to the Bpildles. i
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That thefe terms were not meant to be taken in

a literal fenfe, is plain from what St. Peter fays to
the jewith converts (4 ), « forafmuch as ye know- ye
¢ were not redeemed (fet at liberty, or made freé from
« fin) with corruptible things, as filver or gold .
“ (i.e. there was a price paid to purchafe your re-
« demption, or deliverance from fin), but with the
« precious blood of Chrift:” which, fimply con-
fidered, as 2 mere fluid, could have no more value
than thofe corruptible things he had before mentioned.
But when meant to denote the death of Chrift, it had
real worth ; as that was the higheft confirmation of
the truth of the gofpel ; which was the charter that
freed men from fin, and enjoined them the pra&ice
" of righteoufnefs; and when conneQed with his re-
furreGtion, was an additional motive and argument
for their diligently confidering and faithfully regard-
ing that gofpel which he preached. In this view of
ity it is with great propriety they are faid to be re-
dcemed by his blood or death. What confirms this
fenfe of the word redemption is this . the Apoﬂ:'le' faysy |
it came from the appointment of God, and was in-
tended to produce a belief in bim, and dependance
upon his promifes in the gofpel—of whefe defign and
- counfel Chrift was made the agent and minifter (¢);
¢ who verily was fore-ordained before the foundation
« of the world, but was manifeft in thefe laft times,
€« for

() 1Pet. i, 18. 32. (e) Thido i, 2ol 2w
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& for you who, by him, do believe in God, that
“ raifed him up from the dead, and gave him glory,
< folely for this purpofe, that your faith and bapc
“ might be # God,”” and no other.

The blood of Chn{l', therefore, ‘may be com+
. fidered as precious, and chriftians to be redeemed by it,
But the Apoftle, by dire&ing their faith and hopes
to God, the original author of their redemptiom,
fets afide every other dependance, as being only the
‘means ufed to effect it, and not the caufe of it: For,
had there been any real merit in the blood of Chrift,
fimply confidered, the ‘benefit of which chriftians
might have applied to themfelves, any adtual fatisfac~
tion made by it, to the juftice of God, for the fins
of mankind, or any purchafe literally paid for their
redemption, the Apoftle would have drawn a very
different conclufion—and would have led thofe ¢ who
believed in God,” not  to place their faith and hope
sn Him,” which is the natural confequence of fuch a
belief; but to have repefed it all in Chrift; a do&rine’
totally oppofite to what he has advanced. What has
been faid of - ranfom, redemption, and purchafe, is
equally applicable to the terms facrifice and atonement.

The ufe of them was familiar to the Jews, and
applied by the apoftles to the converts of that nation.
But they were not underftood by them in the ftritly
literal fenfe which is now affixed to them, viz. as
expiations for any breach of the moral law.

Sacrifices
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- Sacrifices were effe@ual only in removing lgal
defilements, and in qualifying the worfhipper to appear
before God in the temple. By this offering he be-
came purified; he effeCted a temporary reconciliation
with God, and was fo far reftored -to his favour as
to be admitted into his prefence, to offer up his:
prayers there. But, as St. Paul fays, % They could
not make him that did the fervice, perfe&, as per-

" taining to the confcience (f).” This fort of purifica-
tion, is tranflated by making atonement (g), in a fenfe
widely different from what we ufe it, and is to be
met with but once in the New Teftament (5):
and fhould there have been rendered reconciliation, as
the Greek word is in other places. If fin and guilt
could have been literally expiated for, it would not
have been required of the Jews  to make an atone-
ment for the altar” as well as for thofe who were to
make their oblations upon it.

As under the law, there was no proper atonement
for fin, it is not likely that the Apoftles, when fpeak-
ing to Jewifh converts, fhould ufe thefe facrifical
terms in a ftriCker fenfe, than they had been before.

But

(f) Heb, ix. 9.

{£) Exod. xxix. 36. Kas 70 poayager 7o ™ apae-
© mieg woimows ™ mege ou xadagiops, e xadagiess To Suoia-
‘ongior v 7w aysadur or ex avTo, KAl xgmsc avro, wre ayaos
aLvo.

(4) Rom. v. 11.
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But knowing their attachment to thefe rites, it is
highly probable that they théuld apply them in a
better, though a figurative fenfe, to the truths of the
gofpel.

Thus it is faid, in the Epiftle to the Hebrews,
where there is a perpetual allufion to Jewith cuf-
toms (i), ¢« that almoft all things are by the law
¢ purged with blood, and without fhedding of blood
¢ there is no remiffion ; it was therefore neceflary,
¢« that the patterns of things in the heavens, fhould
¢ be purified with thefe, but the heavenly things
¢ themfelves with better facrifices than thefe. For,
% in the end of the difpenfations, Chrift hath. ap-
© pearcd to put away fin, by the facrifice of himfelf.”

This language would have been perfeCtly unin-
telligible to any other than Jews, but to them. it
denoted the fuperiority of the gofpel above the law,
which was the profefled defign of the whole Epiftle.”
Not that they underftood any part of it in a literal
fenfe, as if Chrift was to put away their fins; without
their forfaking them. Very far from it, the true
nature of this facrifice is explained a few verfes before,
where (k) <« the blood of Chrift is faid to purge their
confeience from dead worksy 20 Jerve the living God.”
All the efficacy of it was in promoting an entire
. reformation of life and manners, as a previous quali-
fication to their becoming the true worfbippers of the

' living

(i) Heb. ix. 22. 23. (k) .\,
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\
living God. "The whole ‘life indeed of Chrift, and
every all of it, was an entire oblation to God—to
ferve the beft interefts of mankind in this and another
_ world, he became a facrifice, he devoted himfelf wholly
to the caufe of truth and virtue—it was a life of obe- -
dience to the will of God, and to comply with that
will, and not his ewn (/), « he became obedient
unto death, even the death of the crofs (m).” \

The principle which actuated him, - in his regard
to markind, ought- to influence us, if occafion’
fthould call it forth. ¢ Hereby perceive we love,

" ¢¢ becaufe he laid down his life for us, and we ought
¢¢ to lay down our lives for the brethren (n).” Ve
may copy his bright example—be imitators of his
love, and make an offering on. the altar of friend-
thip (o). Butin no fenfe can either he, or ourfelves,
be faid to have been real facrifices to it.

What confirms the interpretatica here given of
the feveral paflages on which the do&rine of atonement
is built, is this—T hat the terms which feem to favour
it, are all borrowed from the jewith fcriptures—are
applied to remove jewith prejudices, and accom-
modate a new dotrine to old conceptions: that, on
this account, they are ufed only in epiftles, addreffed
to converts of that natien—~that where the plain
principles of chriftianity are taught, no notice is

taken

(1) Luke sxii. 42. (m) Phil. ii. 8. _
(#) 1 Ep! John {ii. 16. (o) Yobm xv. 1
G
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taken of them, of which there remains a ftrotig proof,
that there is only one paffage () in the hiftary of the
apoftles preaching, where mention is made of ‘them ;
and a3 that is 'to-the s/drs and we};fars of the churchy
who wete. probably jewifh converts, it admits of the
fame general folution with the firft: from which it
follows, that thofe phrafls, however applicable they
might be to the Jews, have no relation at all to usy
unles we underfland them in the Gme figurative
fenfe they did.

I fhall make a few brief remarks upon what has
been faid, and conclude.

Firft, Great as the benefits are which we derive
through the mediation of Chrift—highly as we may.
think, and we cannot think too highly, of his perfe&
charatter and complete example, yet all this muft be
ultimately referred to the glory of Ged the Father,
whofe meflenger he was, and whofe gracious defigns
he came to execute ; on which account God, and
not Chrift, muft ever be confidered as the original
author of our falvation.

Secondly, As chriftianity is a fcheme to promote,
pietyand virtue, we muft be aware of any do&rine
that would relax the principles of morality; and’
teach us ta rely upon the merit and good adtions of
another, for that reward which we thall be entitled
to, only for our own perfonal obedience.

' Laftly, -

(p) A&s xx. 28,
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Laftly, In-our interpretation of fcripture, that
axiom cannot be too ftri@tly adhered to, of explain-
" ing fuch paffages as are abftrufe and difficult, by
thofe which are clear and cannot be miftaken—and,
we fhould remember, that whatever contradi&ts our
firft and genuine notions of the moral perfections. of
God, is a conftruction that ought not to be admitted,
~ and confequently, that the punifhing the innocent for
the crimes of the guilty, or the rewarding the wicked
for the righteoufnefs of the juft, is fuch a violation
of equity, as can be no part of his moral difpenfa-
tions. "
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- ST JORN iv. 43.

The Hour cometh, and now :::', ‘when the true War-
ﬁzpper: Jhall wwﬁxp the Fat}m' in ,jpmt and in
sruth..

s
B S S A T
4 e ——————
THE fubjeé of converfation' bstweén our
‘our Lord and the woman of Samariz, turned tfpbn :
thefe points-; namely—-“ Where ‘the: pIace' of weér-
‘fhip-ought to be——who the- proper 6l:gc& of -it whs——
_and in what manner He is to be know‘n, and ought.
‘to- be worfltipped.””” Upon thefe toplcs I propofc
to enlarge int the following difcourfe. ST
* 1. The woman; a$ foon as fhe found the perfonﬁ:e
was talkmg with* was a Prophet, puts’a queftion to
him, relating to the place of " worthip.. "« Our
Fathers,” fays the,  worthipped in this mountain-;
and ye fay, that in Jerufalem is‘the place where men
ought to worfhip.”” She does not plead ‘the com-
mand: of God to jultify this cuflom, -bug merely
ancient ufage, and ‘the right of prefcription—< Her
fathers worfhipped there ;” and that circumftance
was a rule to them fufficient te fuperfede all other.
- . o=
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The Samaritans did not want means of information
in this particular. One of the priefts, who had been
carried away from Samaria, was fent-to dwell amongft
them, purpofely to teach them, % How they fhould
fear the Lord.,” From him they muft have learned
that Jerufalem was the place where men -ought to
worthip. But when 2 people have been long at-
tached to fuperﬁxtious Yrites and ceremonies, cuftom
and prejudice have more force than truth and reafon ;
and the circumftance of « their fathers having wor~
fhipped in that -meuntain,” - had power to prevail

even over divine authority,
.- -‘The, reply which ous Lord makes po her, is
-« Woman, believe me; the hopr cometh, when ye
thall neither in the mountain, . noc yet at Jerufalem,
worthip the, Father,” - She who had: heap wled - to
think that there was fomething. facred in ‘particular
.places, and that prayers offered up in'them. had 3
particular efficazy, is here to}d, that even the Temple
fervice at Jerafalem would foon. ceale, apd that the
worthip of £ the Father” would be canfined: peither
to that place nor to the mountain in Samaria; byt
in whatever part of the world. there were trpe wor-
thippers, the Father would condefcend to be adored.
‘The earth ip the Lord’s, and all: that dwell therein,
No fpot fo folitary and conc}eple}d, :but . thata private
warfhipper :might thence acceptably .pray to, and
praife his Creater, if his mind were in a proper
frame. ‘The difpofition of his heart would fandiify
his
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his devotlons, and not the place in which he offered
them.
- II, If the Samaritans were very zealous about the
place from whence they were to prefer their prayers, .
they were at the fame time equally ignorant of the
Being, to whom they ought to addrefs them. < Ye
worthip,” fays our Lord, ¢ ye¢ know not what.”
“They were not entirely without a knowlege of God;
nor did they wholly negle&® his worfhip ; but they
affociated other deities with hnm, and fuffered them
to fhare in their adorations. This appears in their
hiftory. ¢« Then one of the priefts came and dwelt .
A in Bethel, and taught them how they thould fear
« the Lord. Howbeit, every nation made gods of
¢ their own, and put them in the houfes of the high
& places, whiclr the Samaritans had made : fo they
¢« feared the Lord, and ferved their own gods, after
¢ the mannerof the nations whom they carried away
¢ from thence (a). This fpecies of idolatry is ex~
prefsly forbidden in the fcripture. ¢ I am the Lord,
« that is my name, and my glory I will nat give to
¢ another, neither my praife to graven images ().
And what rendered this pratice moft culpable in
.them, was, that they neither followed the light of
-nature, nor the inftrutions of the prieft, who had
-been fent to teach them. ¢ When they knew God,
% they glorified' him not as God,” but divided. their
duty betwecn Him and other beings, which their
' » anceftors
*+ (4) z Kings xvii. 28'. (b) a. . %
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anceftors had deified, and thus fell into the moft
fenfelefs idolatry.

Such muft be ever the cafe: for whén once that
primary idea, of One Almighty Father of the Univerfes
is given wup, there is notaing fo abfurd and fhack-
ing which ignorance and folly may not adopt. How
cautious then ought men to be, in admitting fenti-
ments at all derogatory from the peerlefs majefty of
Jehovah, as they never fail to lead them into the
wildeft errors, and inconceivable fuperftition. And
what renders this ftill more neceffary, is, that cor-
ruptions in religion are more difficult to remove than
any other. An error in worfhip, however palpable
‘and abfurd, and by whatever means it creeps in, is
often retained for no other reafon, but becaufe it is
there already. 'So much greater veneration is always
paid to antiquity, than to truth | This was exaly
the cafe with the Samaritans; for we read, % that
& they feared the Lord, and ferved their graven
% images, both their children, and their childrens
« children; as did their fathers, fo do they, unto
& this day.” '

But- this ignorance and uncertainty was not to be

“found amongft the Jews. God had manifefted him-
" felf to them by the moft wonderful evidence of his
power, ‘wifdom, and goodnefs. ' Thefe divine at-
tributes were all exerted, to give them a clear and
perfe& knowlege of their duty to Him, ¢ He
« thewed Lis ways unto Mofes, his works unte
- - o o the
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< the children of Ifrael.” And we repeatedly read,
what was intended by this difplay .of the attributes of
God; that they might imprefs a devout and lafting
idea of his unity and fupremacy; ¢ that they mlght
« know that the Lord he is God, and that' there is
« none elfe befide him.” o
We find our Lord alfo, during the whole of his
miniftry, adhering to this fundamental principle of
his national religion. His repeated and fervent a&s
of prayer are recorded in {cripture, and the object to
whom he preferred it, is moft clearly afcertained.
He has left us not only his own example for our imi-
tation, but a moft comprehenfive form of words
for our ufe and dire¢tion. The great being, to
whom He offered thefe addrefles, was one, and the
fame. He never varied from the object, nor taught
his countrymen to adore any other than Him, to
- whom they had been accuftomed. When he poured
forth praifes and thankfgivings, they were uttered
in this ftrain, ¢ I thank Thee, O Father, Lord of
¢ Heaven and Earth, that Thou haft hid thefe
<« things from the wife and the prudent, and haft
¢ revealed them into babes.” When he meant to
exprefs his fubmiffion to the divine will, and his
readinefs to fulfill the purpofes of his miffion, he
made ufe of thefe words : « O my Father, if this cup
« may not pafs away from me, except I drink it,
« thy will be done.” Agreeably to his own prae-
tice, He taught his difciples, < Pray to thy Father,
¢ which
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« which is in fecret, and thy Father, who feeth in
« fecret, fhall reward thee openly. Ufe not vain
« repetitions, for your Father knoweth what things
¢ ye have need of before ye afk him.” The~apoﬂ:les
followed his example, and taught the fame do&rine.
« For this,” fays St. Paul, ¢ I bow my kness unto
<« the Father of our Lord Jefus Chrift; giving
« thanks always for all things to God, even the
<« ‘Father (c).” And, that both our Saviour and
his Apoftles looked up for fuccour, to One and
the fame Almighty Bcing—;-the great parent of the
Univerfe, the Father of mankind—appears from
 thefe words of our Lord, « Go to my brethren
 and fay unto them, I zfcend unto my Father, and
« your Father, and to my God, and to your
¢« God (d).” The fame truta the apoftle Paul af-
ferts to his heathen converts:—¢ Though there be
“ a multiplicity of deities, and imaginary beings,
¢ that arc called Gods, whether in Heaven or in
. ¢ earth ; to us Chriftians, there is but One God---
¢« the Father---of whom are all things, and we by
“ him (e).” ) )
The bare recital of thefe texts, is fufficient to
eftablith their meaning. That they fhould ever
have been miftaken or mifapplied, is the wonder,
For they are no lefs agreeable to the natural notions

of

(<) Ephef. iii. 14. 20. (d) John xx. 1.
(¢) 1 Cor. viii. 5. 6. '




‘ (75 )
' of the Deity, than they are to the whole tenor and
defign of feripture. Yet ftill, as was the cafe in
St. Paul’s time, ¢¢ There is not in every man this
¢ knowlege ;” but there might be, if the fcripture
were the univerfal rale of faith. This is a plain and
eafy directory ; all othier guides, are not only fallible,
but more apt to miflead and bewilder, than to give
any intelligible information. The bare terms, in -
which fome of them couch their knowlege, ire
often more abftrufe and difficult to be comprehended,
than the fubject of which they treat. The end too
propofed, between thefe different ways of inftruc-
tion, is very apparent. ‘The one---« is profitable
« for do&rine ; for reproof; for corre@ion; for in-
« ftrution in.righteoufnefs ; that the man of God
" « may be perfet; thoroughly furnithed unto all
¢« good works.” ‘The other is totally unprofitable 3
being taken up in barren fpeculations, which perplex
the underftanding, without any moral improvement,
without planting one virtue in the heart. ‘The fureft
way, therefore, in our religious concerns, is to ad-
here to the words of fcripture, in every particular;
by fo doing,” we fhall become the « true worthip-
& pers, who know what we worfhip ; and who wor-
« fhip the Father in fpirit and in truth; for the
« Father feeketh fuch to worthip ' Him.”

We are naturally led to confider, thirdly---the
manner in which the Divine Being is to be known,
and ought to be adoreds Such a revelation of Him-

H B felf

-
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felf and his will, as the Almighty granted to the
Jews, had not been, vouchfafed to other nations.
¢ He had not dealt fo with them, neither had the.
« Heathen fuch knowlege of his laws.” Our
Saviour might well affirm ‘to the woman of Sa.
« maria, we know what we worfhip, for falvation is
¢ of the Jews,”” But we are not here to imagine,
that the Jews knew more about the eflence, or
mode of God’s exifténce, than the Samaritans did.
No! this was a fecret unfathomable by them both.
Their fuperiority confifted in what, if rightly applied,
would have: terminated in a practical knowlege of
~ their Maker; in pious affe%tions towards Him; and
in dutiful regard to his laws. And wherever, in
Scripture, we meet with .fuch an expreflion, as,
« knowing God,” or, ¢ the knowlege of God,”
it is always conneéted, with fome moral duty, or re-
velation of Himfelf, which is plain and intelligible ;
and never implies' an abftrufe notion, or’ metaphy~
fical idea. David fays, « Thou, Solomon, my fon,
« know” thou the God of thy father, and ferve him
« with a perfet heart, and with a willing mind;
« for the Lord fearcheth all hearts, and under-
« ftandeth all the imaginations of the thoughts; if
« thou feek Him, He will be found of thee; but if
« thou forfake Him, He will caft thee off for
ever (f)” Had there been any difficulty in the
precept, the father would have explained it-to his
: ’ fon;
() 1 Chrot. xxvitk. g.
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fon; but as he could not fail of comprehending it,
he dwells longer upon the duty fubjoined ; for had he
fwerved from that, it would have been of fatal con~
fequence; a defe¢t in practice being much more
dangerous than an error in the underftanding. But
the prophet predi@s (g), that under the Chriftian
difpenfation, our “ knowlege,” and duty to God,
would need no comment t6 make it clear and praca
ticable. “ For this is the covenant that I will make
« with the houfe of Ifrael, aftcr thofe days, fzith the
« Lord, I will put my Jsws into their mind, and
% write them in their hearts, and I will be to them
¢« a God, and they fhall be to me a people; -ard
& they fhall not teach every man his neighbour, ‘and
« every man his brother; faying, ¢ know -the
¢ Lord, for all fhall “ know” me, from the “leaft”
¢ to the «greateft.” And the fame prophet (5)
tell us, wherein this knowlege is to be exercifed ;
and that it confifted in the proper difcharge of the
relative duties of life. Feor, fpeaking of the good
reign' of Jofiah, King of Judah, he fays, « He did
¢ judgment and juflice; he judged the caufe of the
« poor and needy; was not this to < know me,”
& faith the Lord ?” Similar to this, is the whole
tenor of the gofpel : ¢ Hereby do we know, that
« we know” him, if we keep his commandments.
« Beloved, let us love one another, for lrve is of
% God, and ewery one that lovethy is born of Gody -
"H 2 ‘¢« and

(2) Jerem. xxxi. 34. (b) Jerem. A, 1y 6.
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“ and « knoweth” God (i).” The obje& of 2
Chriftian’s worthip, and the knowlege of God, as far %
it relates to any moral and pratical purpofe, is fo clear
and plain, that he may with truth affirm, ¢hat
“ he knows” what he worthips. But if the obje be
soultiplied, or if unfcriptural terms be ufed to exprefi
it by ; if his faith be perplexed, and his reafon con-
founded, and what ought to be known “ from the
« leaft to.the greateft,” be fo myfterious, as to be
underftood by neither ; then it may be faid of him,
% that he worthips he knows not what.”

But ignorance and fuperftition were foon to give
way to truth and reafon; and thefe abufes to be
rellified by a reformation, which was then to take
place. « The hour cometh, and now is, fays our
% Saviour, when the true worthippers, fhall worfhip
 the Father in fpirit and in truth; for the Father
«-feeketh fuch to worthip Him.” An end wasto
be put at once to the contention, which had produeed
fuch heat and animofity between the Jews and
Samaritans. - The temple of Jerufalem, and the
fervice in it, which God himfelf had inftituted,
was foon to ceafe ; and all that was to be required,
was that men fhould worthip * the Father, in fpirit
and in truth”” To do this effeGually, there needed
neither forms nor eeremonies ; ne folemn temples,
nor coftly vitims, but the offering enly of a clean
hand, and a pure heart. ¢ Lord, who fhall abide in

: . thy
(i) Johmii. 3. iv. 7,
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# thy tabernacle? who fhall dwell on thy holy hill
« He that walketh uprightly, and worketh rightes
« oufnefs, and fpeaketh the truth from his heart, He
¢ that hath ufed no deceit in his tongue, nor done
& evil to his neighbour, and hath not flandered his
. % neighbour. He that fetteth not by himfelf, but is
¢ lowly in his own eyes, and maketh much of them
¢ that fear the Lord. He that fweareth to his neigh- -
« _bour, and difappointeth him not, though it were
¢ to his own hindrance. He that hath not given his
“ money upon ufury, nor hath taken reward againft
« the innocent; whofo doeth thefe things fhall never
« fall.”” ‘The worfhip of this man is acceptable,
and he it is that frequents the tabernacle of the Lordy
in fpirit and in truth.

Having fully confidered the feveral points, which
were the fubje&ts of our Saviour’s difcourfe; with the
woman of Samaria, I thall make a few rcmarks upoa
it and conclude.

Firft, it follows from: what has been faid, That it
is to no purpofe to be zealous for the place, or cere-
monies of worthip, when the do&rines of it dre
erroneous ; much lefs to plead antiquity for the con-
tinuance of what ought never to have been admitted.
For if length of time fan&ify abufes, and age make
error venerable; the church of Rome has a plea to
urge, which no one that has reformed from her can
difpute: For in this cafe, her precedence would be
ker greateft honour. But if there be a church of

H3 filk
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fill greater antiquity than them ally~% a glorious
church, not having fpat or wrinkle, or any fuch
thing, but holy and without blemith,” which has
truth itlelf for #s author, and falvation for its end,
it is the chriftien cburch we fhould be -zealous for,
wherever is its place; and whoever worfhips in it
Ner nced its faithful members ever fear that any
danger can befal it.  'What force or power can affail
that fabric, < which is built upon the foundation of
% the Apoftles, Jefus Chrift kimfelf being the chief
% corner ftane I The danger is not from without,
‘but within. - « The gates of Hell fhall not prevail
againft it.” « Bat if any man build upon this
% faundation, wood, hay, or ftubble; i any man
¢ debafe the fcriptures, by adding to them abfurdities
« in do&rme, or fuperftitions in pra&ice, his work
% fhall be made manifeft ; for the day fhall declare
% jt; becaufe it fhall be revealed by fire, and the
< fire fhall try every man’s work of what fort it is.”
II. Our Saviour has prediGted, a reformation
would take place in the public worfhip; and a day
would come, ® when the true worfhippers, would
% worfhip the Father, in fpirit and in truth.,” That
this was not done in fuch purity as it ought, even in
the jewith church,” which God’s own right hand had
planted, appears from the hypocrify and fuperftition,
with which the Jews were fo juftly charged. Mouch
lefs was it done in Samaria, * where they worfhipped
« idols in company with Jehovah.” The progrefs
that
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that divine truth made, during the miniftry of Chrift
and his Apoftles is aftonithing. The corruptions,
however, which foon followed, are too well known
to need any remark. ¢ The enemy fowed tares
among the good feed,” which grew and increafed
wonderfully. The revival of learning brings us te
the zra of the Reformation, when the light of truth
broke forth again, arnd held religion to our view;
ot indeed clad in her brighteft attire, but difgraced
'with too many of the tawdry ornaments with which
chriftian idolaters had difguifed her. Much was then
done, but much ftill remains to be done. That
churches, as well as individuals, have not erred, s
too much for human frailty to affume. We are
“ allowed” to fay, ¢ that the church of Jerufalem, -
« of Antioch, of Alexapdria, of Rome, have eread ™
And if we do not arrogate to “ ourfelves” that in-
Lllibility, which was the caufe of . our feparation
from the latter, ¢ We” may have erred likewift.
But if candour will permit us to fee our errors, and if
we have good {enfe to corre& them, we may be .able
in time to avoid the fate that naw awaits the See of
Rome, which is tottering to its very bafis, by the
weight of its own corruptions. And this we may be
affured of, that *“ God will never fuffer his truth to
“ fail”” For it amidft the general revolt of his own
people, who were purpofely fet apart to worfhip
him, “ he referved unto himfelf, feven thoufand
« knees, which bad not bowed to Baal,” will that

prophecy
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prophecy remain unfulfilled, which exprefsly fays, -
« that the time was coming, when the ¢ true wor«

« fhippers fhould worthip the Father in fpirit and in

« truth §” :

Laftly,~=I have only to add, that we, of this en-
lightened age and nation, who ¢ make our boaft of
« God, and profefs to know his will and approve
¢ the things that are more excellent,” that we be
careful to let our praltice keep pace with our know-
Jege ; that in our belief we < hold faft the fith once
« delivered to the faints,” which was given to them

.in a very fhort fummary: % To believe Thee to be
the only true God, and Jefus, whom thou haft fent,
to be the Chrift;”” and that in our worthip, we be
in the number of thofe, who in the text, are ftiled
« the only true worthippers ; who worfhip the Father
« in fpirit and in truth.” Thus our light will fo
thine before men, that they will glorify our Father
which is in heaven.

To whom be afcribed all honour, power, might,
majefty, and domiaion, henceforth and for
ever.

F FNIFS

‘,58v | |
706 Am»C bo .















NOT TO BE REMOVED
FROM THE T.IRRARY

| 2044 054 764 576







